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' ANDREOTTI, THAI FOREIGN MINISTER HOLD TALKS 





AU142011 Rome ANSA in English 1930 GMT 14 May 85 


[Text] (ANSA) Rome, May 14 -- The European Community's full backing for efforts by 
Thailand and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) to achieve a nego- 
tiated solution to the Cambodian crisis was confirmed by Italian Foreign Minister 
Giulio Andreotti at a meeting here today with the Thai diplomatic chief, Marshal 
Sitthi Sawetsila. 


Andreotti, the EC's duty chairman, also said that Italy would continue sending aid to 
the Indochinese refugees, concentrating its efforts on those from Cambodia. 


Voicing appreciation for Thailand's moves to bolster ASEAN, Andreotti said Italy 
and the other nine EC nations plan to work for an improvement of the already excel- 
lent relations between the EC and the Asian bloc. Apart from Thailand, ASEAN 
includes Malaysia, Singapore, Brunei, Indonesia and the Philippines. Andreotti said 
he hoped relations between the two groups would receive new impetus when ..ecy hold 
their next ministerial meeting in Bangkok in October. 


The two ministers also noted big progress in bilateral economic relations, agreeing 
that these relations should be further expanded in line with the potential of the two 
economies. 


Another major topic on the agenda was Italo-Thai cooperation in the battle against drug 
trafficking. Sawetsila asked for Italian support for Thai programmes to control 
the drug traffic and convert drug-growing areas to other crops. Andreotti said he 
would raise the problem when he speaks to the appropriate UN body in Vienna tomorrow. 


EUROPARLIAMENT ASKS THATCHER FOR MENCELE PAPERS 








AU141632 Paris AFP in English 1621 GT 14 May 85 


[Excerpts] Brussels, May 14 (AFP) — The European Parliament today asked British 

Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher to release classified documents concerning Na a 

death camp doctor Josef Mengele, charged with killing 400,000 Jews. In Frankfurt, 

the West German daily FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU published, in its edition dated 

Wednesday, a document from Red Cross archives in Geneva which it said contained the 
wanted Nazi's thumb print. The Red Cross in Geneva said it could not confirm that the 
print was Mengele's. It was recorded on travel papers issued May 16, 1949, in Genoa, 
Italy for one Helmut Gregor, described as an Italian mechanic who would be 73 today. 
The document had already been released to Nazi hunters, the Red Cross said. 


In Brussels, a European Parliament commission investigating the rise of fascism and 
racism in Europe sent a telegram asking Mrs Thatcher to release documents believed 

to contain information on Mengele, dubbed "the angel of death" for his gruesome medical 
experiments in the Auschwitz concentration camp. 


She has in the past refused to turn over documents, despite earlier British and U.S. 
requests, because they were classified. Investigators believed they contained 
information on Mengele's work after World War II with British secret services. 


Information of Mengele's whereabouts is worth $2,375,000, with $1 million offered by 
Israel, $1 million by a Los Angeles group, $300,000 by the public prosecutor's office 
in Frankfurt, $50,000 from Vienna-based Nazi hunter Simon Wiesenthal and $25,000 from 
two French citizens. 
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KOHL BUNDESTAG STATEMENT ON BONN SUMMIT 





DW140917 Cologne ARD Television Network in German 0700 GMT 14 May 85 
{["“Statement™ by Chancellor Kohl to the Bundestag — live] 


[Text] Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen: I would like to take the 
opportunity today to report to parliament in a government statement on the economic 
summit in Bonn and the state visits of U.S. President Reagan and Japanese Prime 
Minister Nakasone. The visit of the Japanese prime minister was a significant event 
for us — an important event for our bilateral relations as well as for the Western 
community. 


This visit strengthened and promoted a development on which the Federal Government 

and, not least of all, I personally, have been wor!-ing since I assumed office. I 

mean the process of growing together of the great Western industrial nations with 
democratic constitutions to form a community of solidarity that cooperates increasingly 
closely to the benefit of their citizens and in the interests of world peace and of 
developing the world economy. 


During his visit, Prime Minister Nakasone clearly stated that Japan is irrevokably 
a member of this community and that Japan intends to cooperate in the further develop- 
ment of this community. For all of us this is an important and encouraging message. 


. This desire was clearly expressed for the first time in the joint declaration of Tokyo 


of 1 November 1983 during my visit to Japan. We reaffirmed in the joint statement 

of 1 May 1985 in Bonn what we had already described in Tokyo. This Western community 

of solidarity is supported by the three pillars of Europe, the United States of America, 
and Japan. West Europe's relations with the United states and Japan's relations 

with the United States are close and intensive. Compared with these relations, the 
European-Japanese relationship is still too poorly developed. It was a declared 
objective of both sides that this visit contribute to strengthening this relationship 
and we have come one step closer to achieving this objective. 


Since the end of World War II, which severely scarred Germany and Japan and which 
claimed millions of victims, both Japan and the FRG have been pursuing a policy of 
peace and understanding. Thus, East-West relations and questions of disarmament and 
arms control were naturally a key issue in our joint talks. Within the framework of 
these subjects, we of course also discussed the U.S. President's SDI. Prime Minister 
Nakasone and I were agreed that the SDI research program is justified, but we were 
also agreed that quite a few questions remain open and many talks and answers are 
stili required. The Japanese decision will also depend on the question of whether 
cooperation in this research program will be established as a two-way, rather than 
one-way street, and of whether there will be an exchange in the sense of give and 
take. We agreed to cooperate very closely in this area as well and to coordinate 
the German and Japanese positions. 


Prime Minister Nakasone explained to me the state of cooperation in the Asian-Pacific 
region in whose development we are also very interested. Thus, the visit of the 
Japanese prime minister here, just as my visit to that region, contributed to 
strengthening our Asian-Pacific ties and relations. In the future, our attention 
must also be directed toward this area of new political and economic strength. 


We have taken an important step forward in the concrete organization of relations 
between Japan and the FRG. We were able to transform our intention to develop 

our bilateral relations in all fields into a concrete program, as expressed in the 
final paragraph of our 1983 statement in Tokyo. This is evident in our 1 May 
declaration, in which we reaffirm that cooperation between the FRC and Japan is 
necessary not only in the fields of politics, economy, science, and technology, but 
also in other important fields, especially the cultural field. [words indinstinct] 
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Well, in the Goethe Institute in Kyoto, you gather your special image of Germany that, 
however, has little in common with our image of Germany. [applause] [sentence as 
heard ] 


We plan to intensify our exchange in economy and technology, as well as in research on 
energy and the environment, and to more strongly guide this exchange toward joint 
research projects with active participation of our economies. Beyond that, we intend 
to increase the knowledge about our respective countries so as to further strengthen 


genuine partnership. 


To this end, we have taken concrete steps. During the visit by the Japanese prime 
minister, there was an initial joint conference of a new working group with the result 
that the 1 May joint statement mentions the intensification of the exchange of 
experts, students, young scientists, students in practicum, and artists. In this 
exchange it will be especially important for us to increase the number of Germans, 
young Germans, who are studying in Japan or absolving their practicum there. By this 
we intend to reduce the imbalance resulting from the fact that while many Japanese 
people are living and studying in our country, a relatively small number of Germans, 
our young people, in particular, are working in Japan. 


On 5 May, Prime Minister Nakasone was present in Berlin when the Japanese-German 
center took its first official step. It was founded in January this year and it is 
supposed to begin its work in 1987. [sentence as heard] Ladies and gentlemen, with 
this center, our long time wish to use the former Japanese Embassy building in Beriin 
has been fulfilled. We owe this very much to the personal action of Prime Minister 
Nakasone. I want to expressly thank him here in the Bundestag for this initiative. 
[applause] We consider this German-Japanese center to be a bridge between the East 
and West that will creatively connect both cultures, show new ways for cooperation, 
and provide incentives for this cooperation. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this increased cooperation and the development of common 
interests in German-Japanese relations would have been impossible without the personal 
activity of the Japanese prime minister, and I also want to add that this was due 

to the close personal relations of trust that we created in our meetings. 


In this climate of friendly relations, we also dealt with the urgent and sometimes 
mutually burdensome trade and economic problems. I expressly welcomed Prime Minister 
Nakasone's appeal to the Japanese public to import more foreign goods, to open the 
Japanese market, and to establish fair conditions for competition. I gained the 
agreement of the Japanese prime minister that the Japanese measures to cpen its surket 
must not be directed solely at the United States,but that they must also be valid 

for the Europeans and, not least of all, for the FRG, 


Ladies and gentlemen, I want to stress another important element of this visit -- Prime 
Minister Nakasone's understanding and support of the national problem of all Germans. 
In his speech on the evening of 30 April, he expressed, and I quote him verbatim, 

his deep sympathy for the suffering of the German people as a result of the partition 
of Germany. He spoke of his hope for conditions of peace that would enable the 

German people to regain their unity in free self-determination. [applause] 


The Japanese prime minister was the first Japanese Government chief to visit Berlin 
since World War II. There, at a reception given by the Japanese-German center in 

the Schoneberg City Hall, he stressed the historical connections between the 

Japanese and Berlin. In so doing, he made a very important personal contribution 

to a new quality of German-Japanese relations. We thank him especially for this. 
[applause] The visit of Prime Minister Nakasone has moved the FRG and Japan a large 
step closer to each other, I would say. Bilateral relations were further intensified, 
and our cooperation has received important new stimuli for the coming years. Mr. Presi- 
dent, ladies and gentlemen, in early May, the state and government chiefs of the seven 
big Western industrial countries gathered here in Bonn for the llth world economic summit. 
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At the beginning of my statement, let me stress in this connection the preparedness and 


_ determination of all participants to jointly give new incentives here in Bonn for the 


solution of important international problems in the mid-eighties. Considering the 
difficulties and the complexity of the problem, simple answers could not be expected. 
Still, very important results were achieved that will move us forward. This summit was 


one of optimism and encouragement. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, the talks in Bonn were conducted in great frankness and at the 
same time in friendly unity even when controversial topics were involved. Let me add 
that the success of such talks cannot of course be assessed by the final communique 
alone. Rather, what is decisive is for these talks to provide an opportunity for the 
participants to discuss the many questions at hand directly and in personal talks over 
many hours. [unintelligible interjection from audience] I do not know why you are so 
agitated when this subject comes up. My predecessor Helmut Schmidt used almost 
identical expressions here. [applause] Why do you propose to deny the important 
Opportunity for personal meetings of government chiefs in this connection? I think what 
you are suggesting here is completely absurd. [applause] 


_I repeat, similar to the way my predecessor put it here in this house, at such meetings 


, there is a great opportunity -- beyond official statements and positions -- to inquire 


and learn more about the considerations and arguments that actually determine our 
partners’ actions. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we do not underrate this because anyone dealing with these ques- 


, tions knows that reasonable and common actions can indeed emerge from such talks. In 


this respect, the Bonn talks will prove to be helpful particularly over the next few 
months in GATT, at the OECD, and in the IMF, as well as on other occasions. 


The most important results of the economic summit in Bonn include above all the joint 
political statement on the 40th anniversary of the end of World War II. The Federal 
Government initiated this statement, attained the agreement of our friends and partners, 
and did important preparatory work. This document not only commemorates the victimes of 
war and tyranny, it is simultaneously an avowal of a common understanding of values, 
democracy, human rights, peace, and freedom. 


This spiritual-political consensus is the foundation of lasting partnership and friend- 
ship among the United States, Japan, and the countries of Europe. This partnership 
remains indispensable for the safeguarding of peace and stability in the world [applause] 


All partners who gathered in Bonn again undertook to renounce force. They underscored 
their receptiveness to the East-West dialogue and advocated vigorous efforts for dis- 
armament and arms control on all levels and, particularly at the negotiations in Geneva. 
Furthermore, all partners reaffirmed their determination to dismantle barriers in 
Europe with peaceful means and to work toward a state of peace in which the German 
people will regain their unity in free self-determination. This joint statement by the 
Bonn economic summit is of particular value to us Germans. [applause] 


The talks in Bonn centered on the challenges facing the world economy -- quite 
naturally because this was the main topic. The title of the joint economic statement 
makes it quite clear which direction the joint efforts must move toward, the title 
reass: For lasting growth and more employment. 


Oa the subject of intensive discussions, I would like to emphasize in particular the 
high degree of agreement on the assessment of the world economic development, as well as 
the fundamental orientation of economic policy. I believe that, compared with earlier 
summit conferences, two very important steps forward can be noted. 
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First, instead of finding fault with others and demanding concessions from others in 
_advance, the participants confirmed their own responsibilities and requirements. 


Second, there was no longer any discussion of the possibility of convenient solutions. 
Importantly, there was a clear rejection of inflation and of a policy of debts, and there 
was support for technical progress and economic growth. These are the decisive prere- 


quisites for higher rates of employment and less unemployment. [applause] 


|The conference participants also went a step further. They all outlined in the statement 
‘how they intend to implement these important conditions for growth in their own coun- | 
_tries. 


The U.S. President personally supported a considerable reduction in the U.S. budget 
deficit. As everyone is aware this is a longstanding demand of the Europeans over recent 
years. 


.The Japanese Government chief clearly stated that the Japanese Covernment will ensure 
.that access to the Japanese market will be further facilitated, and that the growth of 
imports must be promoted. That is also an important demand of the Europeans. [applause] 


\Ladies and gentlemen, these are only two examples from a long list of stipulations that 
bear considerable political weight. When we met again in Tokyo a year from now, we will 
‘have an opportunity on that occasion to check whether the commitments and promises that 
have been made have really been kept. [unintelligible interjection] 


Dear colleague, I think you are abje to read and you have certainly read that with your 
,interjections you demonstrate that you are interested in this issue. [sentence as heard] 
| 

With this policy, one thing becomes very clear. [shouts] The solution of the problems 
jis not for prior concessions by the other partners to be made a precondition for one's 


own actions. [shouts] 


‘Ladies and gentlemen, I do not know what you want, but if you want to take the oppor- 
‘tunity of a government statement to demonstrate your behavior in parliament, that is your 
‘business. [applause] You must know that in view of the seriousness of the problems dis- 
jcussed here, I leave it to the audience to assess your behavior. , 
With this policy, one thing becomes very clear. The solution of the problems is not for 
‘prior concessions by the other partners to be made a precondition one's own actions. 
‘One's own efforts must much rather be considered as a decisive contribution to the fur- | 
— upward developments of world economy and world trade. This agreement is undoubtedly 
one of the most remarkable results of the Bonn meeting. 


lhe development of the world economy and of world trade depend on two basic conditions -- 
ithe fight against protectionism and the functioning of the international monetary system. 
In connection with international trade policy, this summit conference has made an impor- 
jtant statement in its final declaration, namely, that protectionism does not solve any 
‘problems -- it only creates them. 

‘From the Federal Government's point of view, this statement is as significant as the 
‘statement of the 1977 summit couference in London on the relationship between inflation | 
‘and unemployment. At that time, it was unequivocally stated that inflation is no cure | 
\for unemployment. Rather, it is one of the main reasons for unemployment. The fact that 
‘it took several years for this realization to be supported everywhere with political 
‘action changes nothing about the importance of the statement of the London summit meet~- 
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TEXT ‘With the same determination as displayed in London, the Bonn meeting of the heads of 
| state and government came out against any form of protectionism. Important preparatory 

| work had already been done for these ezede telser talks in Bonn. To begin with, in 
= March the pertinent EC ministers discussed these matters, as subsequently did the OECD 
+ council of ministers in April. This was done to discuss the questions involved before- 


ee 


Agreement was reached at these talks thet a new round of negotiations within the frame- 
* of GATT was considered necessary by all parties concerned to secure and further 
liberalize free world trade. However, coven then several countries indicated that they 
preferred that a date for the opening of the negotiations be set. Against this back- 
ground, there was agreement in Bonn that the new round of GATT negotiations should be 
1, held as soon as possible. It was the consensus of all participants that preparatfons 
, for this round of negotiations should be made by a conference of high-ranking officials 
even before the summer of this year. This transition from discussion to concrete prepa- 
rations brings us » decisive step closer together as far as the GATT round is concerned. 


__| Ladies and gentlemen, it goes without saying that this is highly significant regardless 
_of the question of setting a specific date. This means in practice that this confer- 
ence of high-ranking officials from all countries will produce — in fact is bound to 
produce — substantial progress in this area. Thus, we have ensured that movement 
toward the counteraction of protectionism under way again at long last. This is of 
paramount importance for us in the FRG. [applausrc! 


Ladies and gentlemen, in this connection I would like to say a word about the discussion 
_.| on the difference of opinion between the Federal Government and the French Government on 
_.| the subject of scheduling. We discussed t disagreement in all friendship — 

_.| everyone knows that our relations are ly friendly, you certainly de not doubt the 

‘__] fact that relations with the French president are particularly friendly. Let me just 
—j teniad you thet in this very house the Preach president opeke about the used for defense 

readiness. [applause] 


Even before the summit we discussed our next — which will be held in the Federal 
_.| Republic in the latter part of this month. The president once again sent word to me 
_.§ last night — especially in view of the — you want to conduct here -- that he 

_j stresses the solidarity of German-French friendship and the need for joint action aimed 
»%— at resolving the essential international problems and especially those that affect the 
development of the EC. [applause] 


— 
— — 
— Ledles and gentlemen, I think this is a mes that once again testifies that German- 
—.4 French relations are close and good. You be happy about this because it ig in 
_.| our own interests for German-French relations to be good. [applause] 

42 — 


_. Me President, ladies and gentlemen, there is a clearly agreed on schedule for talks on 
_.4 questions of the international monetary system. The so-called Group of 10 will meet in 

Tokyo for this purpose, as will the IMF's interim committee in Seoul in October. This, 
we have ensured that important initiatives keep free world trade open and to safe- 
guard a practicable international monetary ¢ystem will begin simultaneously. This jus- 
tifies hope for the tangible progress we need over in the next few months. 


The success of these talks is especially significant for the developing countries, 
There was full agreement in connection with their extremely difficult situation and 
our obligation to help. This is particularly true for lower-term debt rescheduling as 
well as for the further allocation of funds, Individual arrangements will have to be 
made on a case-by-case basis. 


Lite 
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Ladies and gentlemen, it is decisive to put the developing countries in a position 
where they can achieve stable economic growth and gradually overcome their financial 


tas, difficulties. 
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Constant growth of world trade and low interest rates -- or more specifically, lower 
interest rates -- are above all part of the shutt-term help for relieving famine. In 
addition, common efforts for permanent improvement of the food situation in large parts 
of Africa are important. 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, particular tribute must be paid to the results of 
discussions on better protection of our enviromment. Especially since the intensifica- 
tion of environmental protection ig not generally considered to be as urgent as it is 
in our country, it is important to note that concrete areas for intensified interna- 
tional cooperation were established. These areas include air pollution by automobiles, 
as well as protection against poisonous chemicals and dangerous waste products. 


For the first time at such a summit meeting, the further development and broad applica- 
tion of the principle of the responsibility of the originator [of pollutants] was agreed 
on. I assume that important impetus will result from this for the enforcement of more 
effective international environmental protection. 


Another important result of the Bonn summit is the agreements on cooperation in the 
fields of science and technology. We emphasized in particular the principle of fair 
partnership. In practice, this means the principle of give and take; it means the 
appropriate regulations for participation in and responsibility for important projects, 
as well as ensuring unimpeded access to research recults. 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I will summarize now. The economic summit meeting _ 
in Bonn produced tangible political and economic results. It adopted the joint voliti- 
cal statement whose contents go beyond today and are of great political significance 

for us Germans. It emphasized the determination to improve together and in one's own 
country important conditions for growth and employment. In other words, it means 
becoming serious about fighting inflation, demonstrating budget discipline, reducing 
interest rates, adapting to changed market conditions, exploiting modern technologies, 
and keeping national markets open. 


The summit provided incentives for further negotiations on the strengthening of free 
world trade and ensuring a functioning international monetary systes. It stressed 
partnership with developing countries and listed the tasks at hand — in other words, 
effective help in the solution of economic and financial difficulties, and most of all 
easing the need, especially famine, throughout wide parts of Africa. 


The summit provided new impetus to effective international environmental protection, 
and emphasized the importance of fair cooperation in science and technology. 


Now it is decisive for all of us to persistently implement the results of the Bonn 
conference through further international agreements at the appropriate bodies, and, 
naturally, to above all practice this at home. 


I add that none of the participating states considers this to be more important than 

the FRG. German firms sell one-third of their products and services on the world market, 
Open markets, international economic growth, developing world trade, and a functioning 
international monetary system are important prerequisites for the continuous upward de- 
velopment of the German economy in the coming years. [appiause] ’ 


In other words, the selution of international economic problems is of paramount import- — 
ance for us, because quite concretely and quite directly this means more employment and 
less unemployment for us. For this reason, the FRC will continue to contribute to 
overcoming international antagonism and difficulties. 
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Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, the visit to the FRC by the U.S. President on 1 and 

2 and 5 and 6 May was characterized by mutual friendship and personal trust. It farther 
consolidated the relationship between our two states -- a relationship that has crown 
over many years. The basic idea in the context of this visit was to commemorate the 
victims of war and Nazi tyranny on the occasion of the 40th anniversary of 8 May 1945. 

At the same time, we intended to make it clear that reconciliation has been achieved and 
friendship developed between our two peoples. This was expressed symbolically by the 
visits to the former concentration camp at Bergen-Belsen and to the Bitburg military 
cemetery. We are grateful for this gesture of reconciliation made by the U.S. President 
at bergen-Belsen and at the Bitburg cemetery. [applause] 


The vast majority of FRC citizens were and are most profoundly impressed by the U.S. 
President's attitude and by the fact that he refused to be dissuaded from making this 
gesture of friendship to the Germans. [applause] [unintelligible interjection] 

If you exclude yourselves from the Germans, that is your affair, not mine. [applause] 
I am positive that our people and, I might add, I personally, will not forget what the 
President did. [applause] 








With his three significant speeches at Bergen-Belsen, Bitburg, and Hambach Castle, 
President Reagan continues the great tradition of the visit by President Kennedy in 
1963. [applause] His words most profoundly touched the feelings and emotions of the 
Germans and, as we learned from the United States the othes day, of the Americans. 
Against the background of the visits to Bergen-Belsen and Bitburg, the mescages of 
painful memories and reconciliation were emphasized equally. The decision to adhere 
to the planned program was correct. [applause] 


In the days prior to and during the visit — and fortunately the President experienced 
the same thing -~- 1 saw many signs of personal encouragement from all strata of the 
people in our country. I am most grateful for that. [applause] 


As far as I am concerned, the meeting of the U.S. President with more than 8,000 young 

people at Hambach Castle was the climax of the visit. [applause, shouts) It may be 

that in your interpretation, 17 year olds are no longer considered young people; to me 
they are. [applause] in a significant speech, the President called on the young gen- 

eration in Germany to vigorously shape its own future. 


The U.S. President's visit further consolidated the ties that have developed over the 
years of close cooperation. However, ladies and gentlemen, the discussion also showed 
that friendly ties and an alliance solidified by common interests cannot be taken for 
granted. They must be renewed and, we might say, newly implemented every day. 


From this rostrum I would like to extend special thanks to the citizens of Bitburg. 
[applause] Ladies and gentlemen, what place would have been better suited for the visit 
of the U.S. President? Nowhere is the friendly coexistence of Germans and Americans as 
evident, nowhere is the common determination to preserve security and freedom within the 
framework of the alliance as visible as in this town, in this region, and at this 

U.S. base on German territory. [unintelligible interjection] 


What I said here a year ago I stand by; you cawe into this house under the sign of the 
flower, and you are leaving it with the sign of hate. That is your contribution. 
[app lause } 


Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, one cannot conclusively comment on the visit by the 
U.S. President without dealing with his remarks at the European Parliament in Stras- 
bourg on 8 May. The idea of coming to France on 8 May, after his visit to Spain, and 
speaking to the elected representatives of free Europe is of great symbolic import. 


In Strasbourg President Reagan outlined the great achievements and vision of the founders 
of the European idea after the war. At the same time he again pledged that the United 
States will continue to support the unity and the strengthening of ay and com- 


ments 4 seeet the 
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This American pledge to Europe ought to provide a stimulus to all of us also in 
connection with the forthcoming decision of the European Council in Milan. [applause} 


Ladies and gentlemen, this speech by the President, as well as his other speeches 
here and ic other European countries, give evidence of a personality that in no vay 
corresponds to the distorted pattern repeatedly expressed by his critics. 


The President again stressed the determination of the United States to achieve 
agreements with the Soviet Union to strengthen stability and to ensure peace. He stated 
explicitly that the United States is not striving for superiority, but for balance, and 
that it would negotiate with the Soviet Union prior to a decision on the development 
and deployment of new defensive systesn. 


We support the President's proposals in Strasbourg that can contribute to building 
confidence, mastering crises, and increasing stability -- namely, the proposals to 
exchange observers between the Uniied States and the Soviet Union during silitary 
exercises, to establish regular contacts on a high level, to institute permanent 
communications between Soviet end U.S. military authorities, and to achieve a substan- 
tial agreement on confidence and security building measures within the framework of the 
Stockholm Conference on Confidence-Puilding Measures and Security and Disarmament in 
Europe, which would also justify a renunciation of force. 


Mr President, ladies and yentlemen, let me summarize: The visit by the U.S. President 

to the FRG and his meeting with the European Parliament on the 40th anniversary of the 
end of the war was for all of us a significant and historic event. The spirit of 
remembrance and of reconciliation was emphatically documented through impressive 

speeches by the President at Bergen-Belsen and in Bitburg. German-American friendship 
has been strengthened, and we all must consider this to be a constant task. The 
friendship and alliance with the United States are supported by a very great majority of 
the German people. As we know, this support goes through all groups and classes, through 
all generations of our people. 


The United States supports the integration of Europe and believes that this strengthens 
the West as a whole. The hand of the United States remains extended to the Soviet Union; 
Moscow is being asked to participate in cooperative solutions in the area of arme control 
and defense policy. 


We thank the U.S. President for his clear attitude and determination in connection with 
reconciliation and friendship with our German people. [applause) 


SPD LEADER VOGEL TO T 
DW141403 Cologne A2D Television Network in German 0742 GMT 14 May 85 
[Speech by SPD floor leader Hans-Jochen Vogel to the Bundestag -- live] 


[Excerpts] Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen: The statement made by Mr 
Federal Chancellor, which we just heard, cannot obscure the fact that the federal 
chancellor is increasingly often confronted with tasks which he cannot cope with. 
{applause} Thus, the federal chancellor was not able to cope with a task which he had 
posed himself, namely the task of getting on well with the te,poral concurrence of the 
world economic summit and the state visit of the American President with the 40th 
anniversary of the war's end and the liberation from Nazi tyranny. Nobody, Mr Federal 
Chancellor, has compelled you to this concurrence and to the choice of this date. On 
the contrary, it was you who has urged the heads of state and governments and, above 
all, the American President to accept the dates desired by you and because you could not 
cope with the task connected with it, you have exposed the summit, as well as the state 
visit, but also the remembrance of one of the most decisive turning points of our 
history to avoidable strains and depressing mis:understandings. [applause] 
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ux» The FRC had to pay a high price for this, outwardly with regard to substance, a a 
and foreign political elbow room but also with regard to internal peace. 


Mr Chancellor, we can agree on the main points of what you have said about the vis‘t of 
the Japanese prime minister. We support the friendly relations between these «vo peoples, 
we believe that we are in some respects in 4 comparable situation, and that, therefore, 
ve can learn from each other <lso in the futere. 


J 


We welcome the progress that has been achieved with regard to the establishment of a 
Japanese-German center in Berlin. Since Japan, as you know Mr Chancellor, is also repre- 
sented in East Berlin in a mani’old and most active way, additional interesting aspects 
exist here. : 


2 — — — 


Pa 
We, and not only we, are impressed by the leading Japanese position in the technoldégical 
and economic competition, although it so far spends annually less than 1 percent of its 
GNP for military purposes, and of this 1 perecat it spends only 8 percent on ailitary 
research. This material offers some thought for those who want to justify participation 
in SDI with economic and technological arguments. 


oe —— — — — — — — — — 


You said that the economic summit was a success. You stand rather alone in this réspect. 
The vast majority of observers see this differently, and rightly so. Despite all bene- 
volence and happiness that the government and state chiefs really have talked to each 
other on the summit meeting, the result of the summit meeting was a failure. It did not 
produce any concrete progress, and in some respects it even led to clear setbacks. | 


— — —— — — 


It must be said in detail that the statements on the dismantling of the U.S. bedget and 
trade balance deficit are vague and noncommittal. Here lies one of the main reasogs for 
the difficulties «f world economy in Europe 4nd especially in developing = 
[applause | 


-_--- 


In the meantime, it looks as if insight can be rather expected from U.S. Congress than - 
from the administration, which is laboriously forced, rather than led, by Congress /in 
right direction of budget policy. There are no common efforts to promote public of pri- | 
vate investments and to intensify demand on the market. The international monetary sys- 
tem remains exposed to speculative influences and arbitrary ups and downs of the 

rate. The danger of protectionist measures is mot at all banned, on the contrary. )Since | 
the summit has not produced concrete results, the danger, ospeciilly in the United States 
has incteased since the period before the summit meeting. f 





The summit was not only unsuccessful, it even created some dangerous discord, which you 
did not mention in your long statement, namely the discord between Paris and Bonn, | 
especially the discord between President Mitterrand and you in the assessment of ° 
Your almost zealous approval of the initiative, which you later tried to take back some- 
what, is opposed by Mitterrand’s rejection. 


Mr Chancellor, your approval of SDI is wrong and dangerous. Now this approval thréatens 
to split up Europe and to block the way to European unificatica in a decisive momedt. 
[ applause } 


The motion submitted by us urges emphatically: Accept the European alternative suggested 
bv Paris. Turn back as long as there is time to do so, before the new arms race 

has not further accelerated the mad race, and before it destroys the hope for Bu 
unification. This is a hope which you have ¢trained very much due to the fact that your 
finance minister demands austerity in Brussels, while your agricultural sinisver simul - 
taneously demands with the threat of a veto @dditional expenditures running into bili sone, - 
and while you yourself demand that the vets be abolished. 


F 
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tt\i We do nct need your embarrassing advice with regard to what we owe the United States and 
the Americar people, we know what contribution the United States has made in the frame 
of the anti-Hitler coalition in the war to free Europe and us from dispotism. We know 
how much the United States has helped under its Presidents Truman, Eisenhower, and 
Kennedy to rebuild our country, and in critical situations to safeguard our freedom and . 
the freedom of Wes: Berlin [applause] ‘ 


We alsc krow about the liberal traditions, the vical strength, and the worldwide respon-. 
sibility of this great country. But exactly for this reason, we do not owe it advanced . 
obedience [vorauseilenden gehorsam] and assiduous acclamation, but sincerity. [applause] 


By the way, we maintain that we are friends and allies of the American people, but) we are 
\) mot vassals of the administration of the American people. [applause] |_s2 


Mr Chancellor, I must also remind you of this, because you have accepted it in silence. 
that the current U.S. President has made a highly political decision -- it was known that 
it contradicted your political attitude, if I see it correctly, or at any rate that of 
your foreign minister -- namely the Nicaragua embargo, not befcre his departure from | 
» (Washington, but immediately after his arrives in the FRG. = 


Mr Chancellor, do you believe that Knorad Adenauer, Willy Brandt, or Helmut Schmidt [ 
would have been faced with such an affront? Or do you believe that these men would have . 
accepted such an affront without comment, as you did? | 


ys (One last question, Mr Chancellor. You said today again that the purpose of the visit by, 2 
the U.S. President has been reconciliation. I do not doubt the honesty and sincerity of | 
this motive on any side. However, Mr Chancellor, how does it fit the purpose of recon- 
ciliation that in the program of a reconciliation visit there was no place for a talk 
with the chairman of a party which has made the gravest sacrifices from the very first 
hour of the fight against Hitler, and which was the only party to warn in 1932 on * 

» election posters: Who votes for Hitler, votes for war. [applause] = 


— — — 


Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen, I fail to see for whom the scheduling) of 
the state visit, for which you are responsible, has been of advantage. For our people, 
its reputation in the world, or German-American relations, this scheduling did more harm, 
than good. We will feel the consequences for a long time in the foreign policy field. , 

[ 


‘GENS CHER ADDRESS ON SUMMIT, SDI, SUPERPOWERS 





DW141439 Cologne ARD Television Network in German 0911 GMT 14 May 85 


"a 42 


[Speech by Foreign Minister Genscher to the Bundestag -- live] | | 
, 


[Text] Madam President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen: Colleague Dr Vogel has matle an 
understandable attempt to let us share today in the Duesseldorf [election victory]; cele-, 
bration. Nevertheless, I am sure that Johannes Rau is grateful that Colleague Dr Vogel 
spoke only in the Bundestag today. 7 - 
« Ladies and gentlemen, this speech did not do justice to what has happened to connection | 

with the visit of the U.S. President and the Japanese Prime Minister. Before I go! into | 

it any further, let me put something right, Colleague Dr Vogel. You criticized t 

chancellor and the U.S. President for having failed to also commemorate at Bergen- isen, 
the sacrifices of the Russian people. I cannot but remind you that during an earlier | 
function, on 21 April 1985, the chancellor declared the following at Bergen-Belsen, and 


«4 I quote: 3 
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When the Bergen-Belsen camp was set up, Russian POW's were brought there first. The way 
they were accommodated and treated became torture for the prisoners. More than 50,000 
died in the area around Bergen alone, and we must also recall today and always that of 
the nearly 6 million Soviet soldiers who were captured, far fewer than half survived. 
Thus, at this hour, we also remember the sorrow inflicted on the peoples of central and 
Eastern Europe in the Germans’ name. The chancellor further said: We commemorate the 
war victims of the Soviet Un on, # nd we remember the crimes against the Polish people. 


Ladies and gentlemen, let us stop telling each other how tw commemorate the terrible 
events of the fascist era and World War II [applause] and let us also stop using and, 
as I see it, misusing the heads of state and government of our allies and friends in our 
domestic trench warfare. There will always be situations in which this or that party or 
this or that factionwillstrongly agree with this or that government on a topical issue. 
However, anyone referring to Francois Mitterrand cannot leave the fact unsaid that it 
was from this rostrum that he said that the FRG's foreign and security policies were an 
integral part of German and French security policy. [applause] We must adhere to 
this. 


Colleague Vogel, I can understand why you did not say much about the summit because this 
Summit, as the chancellor rightly said, was one of optimism and encouragement for the 
Federal Government's policy that is endeavoring to promote growth under conditions of 
stability and ecological consideration. In this respect, we enjoy the support of all 
our partners. : | 


In this we are at odds with you, yet we are in accord with our partners, of whom two 
heads of state and government are members of the Socialist International. We have found 
support for our liberal world trade policy. We have found support for our efforts 
‘toward technological progress, and you, ladies and gentlemen of the Creens, will come to 
realize what an increasing number of your constituents have already realized, namely, | 
‘that the environment cannot be preserved by taking refuge in the past, but solely 
‘through new and ecologically considerate technologies and by not plunging people into | 
misery. [appaluse] | | 
‘Ladies and gentlemen, what is of decisive importance for us -- and this is why the tim- | 
ing of the summit was appropriate -- is the fact that the seven heads of state and gov- | 
ernment issued a statement on the 40th anniversary of the end of World War II in which 
they not only commemorated the victims of the war, but also reaffirmed what makes us 
allies. In an impressive passage, they said: We are proud that the people in our coun- 
‘tries are free to say and write whatever they want, to practice the religion they wish, | 
‘and to travel wherever they want. This is indeed what allies us with the states that 
‘were gathered here, and this is the starting point for a policy that coincides with our 
national interest. Thus, it is indisputable that the partnership of democratic Europe 
and the United States and Japan constitutes a guarantee for peace and stability in the | 
world. Every faction in the Bundestag should support this finding. After all, wa can 
‘be gratified to note that it was said that we propose together to dismantle the — | 
that separate Europ2, and that we have once again reaffirmed the significance of t | 
_CSCE process for the possibility of strengthening confidence, cooperation, and security | 
in Europe. After all, this is in keeping with our national interests. 


“Who can be more satisfied than the host, the FRG, when the other six heads of statie and — 
government repeat what all of us describe ag the goal of our national policy in the 
letter on German unity. They say that we are looking forward to a state of peace in 
Europe under which the German people will regain their unity in free self-determination. 
Ladies and gentlemen, confirmation of this on the eve of the 40th anniversary of the end 
of World War II means confirmation of our ndtional goals, of our European responsibility 
for peace, and of a policy aimed at overcoming the borders in Europe through coopera- 
tion. I think that this must be fully appreciated; I think that this ought to be 
worthy of the support of all parties in thid house. | 

| 
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We should mention SDI once again here. On this subject we have the clear position of 
the Federal Government as expressed by the chancellor in a government statement and by 
the Federal Security Council. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we must recognize that it is now important to develop our posi- q 
tion toward the project within the context af European cooperation. We know that 
cooperation between France and Germany in security policy is of extremely decisive sig- + 
nificance. It is quite clear that there is no such th‘ng as a solution to security : 
problems that would be bad for France and good for Germany, or vice versa. All of us 
together, as the core of the European integration process, are anxious to support common | 
European security policy within the framework of the alliance because only the European | 
Atlantic partnership provides the secure foundation for the indefeasible policy of 
overcoming the partition of Europe and of eliminating the elements of separation. L a2 


For this reason, the common European reaction to SDI is important in the interests of 3 
strengthening German-French cooperation, promoting European unity, consolidating the q 
Atlantic and European pillars of the alliance and, ladies and gentlemen, in the . 
interests of meeting the requirement of showing special caution in security questions , 
that are particularly sensitive for historical and geographical reasons and of making i 
important decisions jointly with our European partners. i 


Quite apart from that, and even if there were no SDI research program, it is necessary , 
for Europe, in its effort to find its identity, to also become technologically what can . 
only be a guarantee for a system of social justice, namely, a technology community in i 
which the states of Western Europe, the European democracies, strengthen and pool their . 
abilities to cope with progress also by combining their technological aptitudes. : 


74 


’ 
Ladies and gentlemen, this world economic summit was so decisive because the — — 
Statement made all these goals a common political aspiration of the seven states ! 
gathered here. This common platform provi the strength to continue the police that , 
we, on the line between East and West, consider to be so decisive. : 
At the NATO ministers conference in Lisbon, . will, by implementing what has been said . 
here, ensure that the alliance's unity is nat jeopardized and that our strategy is 
reaffirmed. Ladies and gentlemen, the NATO strategy of preventing war -- the strategy 

as we have it now — has as a component the two-track decision. We cannot, either in 

German-French friendship or in NATO omen tate pick and choose what we like and reject - 
whatever we du not like. [applause] | 


It is quite decisive for me that here in Bonn the necessity for cooperative solutions to | 
questions of armament and disarmament involving East and West was emphasized with ref- | 
erence to the Geneva negotiations. After all, it represents great progress for the —— 
United States and the Soviet Union to have agreed to discuss and solve the problems that 
are at stake -- disarmament involving long-range missiles, intermediate-range missiles, . 
the military utilization of space -- and to pursue cooperative solutions, just as the ' 
Federal Government proposed in the Federal Security Council resolution. J 
It is important for us to overcome Europe's partition in a process of coope rat fon. 
For that purpose, We must jointly map out the possibilities. In this house, we t 
to try to find common platforms. Nobody t ignore the fact that, on the one = 
the West declares its readiness to — to the elimination of partition through = 
ED — 








cooperation, while, on the other, however, SED general secretary and state council 
chairman, has said: Together with our friends, we will contribute to overcoming the 


partition of Europe. | 


| 
Ladies and gentlemen, let us take the other side at its word; let us seek a solution - 
through cooperation. It is decisive that a ting between the U.S. secretary of state 
and the Soviet foreign minister is taking place today. , 


| | 
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We can only hope that the U.S. President will receive a positive response to his 
invitation for a meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev because the dialogue between 
the two great powers that we have demanded for so long and so often has now started 
and because we have repeatedly demanded meetings between the leaders of the United 
States and of the Soviet Union. 


We should draw conclusions from the political statement that supports our national 
goals and shows common prospects for the Western democracies. These conclusions should 
be: Strengthening the process of European unity and strengthening our alliance's 
defense capability, but also its capability of political cooperation. This will work 
only if we preserve the common basis of this policy and if we cease becoming emotional 
in connection with our most important alliance partners. 


What has been repeatedly said from this rostrum continues to apply to the Federal 
Government: We support the goal of negotiation the United States and the Soviet Union 
posed for themselves in their statement of 8 January 1985 -- a negotiating goal 

that has been defined in the joint statement: preventing an arms race in space and 
halting it on earth. 


As small-and medium-size states, we can make significant contributions to this end. 
However, we must do so in the confines of an alliance that is capable of action and 
of a European Community capable of acting politically. Our weight will in no way 
increase if we work ourselves into controversies, or if we seek polemics with our 
partners. However, our weight will be increased only through the consistent imple- 
mentation of all commitments and responsibilities we have undertaken within the 
alliance. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this is the requirement placed on us, and from its fulfillment 

can we then raise the demand that all others support the policy of cooperation 

with our Eastern neighbors together with us. It must be absolutely clear that that 
there is no doubt whatsoever about our commitments. Thus, it can only be our goal 

to initiate developments in East-West relations on a long-term basis that will con- 
front the Soviet Union with the decision of either seeking to join with technological 
development in a peaceful world through cooperation with the West and all consequences 
emerging in all fields as a result, or enforcing military ambition through confrontation. 





There must be no doubt that only the course of cooperation is in the interests of the 
peoples in East and West. A West that is in agreement and that supports this political 
strategy, as is also expressed in the political statement of Bonn, is bound to make 

an impression in the East so that no one there may speculate that he might be able 

to split the West. [applause] | 


The precondition for security policy is the common advocacy of what we jointly pursue. | 
I think it would be a gain if, after all the polemics contained in the first speech 

on behalf of the opposition, we would now hear whether the opposition supports all | 
points of the political statement of Bonn. | 


If this happens, ladies and gentlemen, then the debate would have been worth while. | 
if not, we will be facing serious differences of opinion for a long time to come. Your 
responses are invited. Thank you. [applause ] 











VII. 15 May 85 J 14 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


DER SPIEGEL VIEWS KOHL SUPPORT FOR SDI 





WA141312 Hamburg DER SPIBCEL in German 6 May 85 pp 22-32 
[Unattributed cover story: "Now the Germans Stand at Attention") 


[Text] Chancellor Kohl is plunging into a reckless adventure: the Bonn government will 
take part in the U.S. space arms program all by itself if need be. Im doing so, the FRC 
is tying its fortunes, for better or worse, to those of the United States and is 
becoming an enemy frontline state in Soviet eyes in the process. The price is high: 
though Europe can hardly expect to profit from U.S. technology, it must sit by and 
watch the collapse of the policy of detente. 


A solemn mood has took hold of the 1,000 CDU supporters assembled at Recklinghausen's 
Vestland Hall. In a keynote address to mark the beginning of the CDU election drive in 
the Ruhr, Helmut Kohl opens up vistas full of what he considers to be historic substance 
and profound symbolism. “Two images within the space of 2 months,” the chancellor said 
in early April as he waxed lyrical, give proof of the repute and influence of German 
policies. 


Image No 1 was his long handshake with French President Francois Mitterrand on the 
soldiers’ cemetery at Verdun. That was proof, he said, “that the old blood feud with 
France has given way to amity among peoples." And then, presto, here came image No 2. 


"When the American President, our more than welcome guest, will have arrived in the FRG 
in a few days, ladies and gentlemen, and we will have paid tribute to the memory of the 
dead of World War II on a German soldiers’ cemetery, to the deeds inside our country, 
to those who were the victims of the barbaric crimes of the Nazis in the concentration 
camps and when all the world will then see that the wartime enemies of yesterday are 
the friends of today, then that, ladies and gentlemen, is a symbol of German peace 
policy which is a possibility here and now." 


Such was the neat plan he had conceived; but then the Bitburg debacle put a crimp into 
the German-American relationship. 


It almost seems like a joke that this very chancellor who wishes to move the FRG closer 
‘than ever toward the United States should be sharing with the American President the 
responsibility for the worst crisis in German-American relations since the war. 


It was Kohl's purpose to provide those Germans who yearn to lay the darkest chapter of 
their past to rest with a new sense of history. It was his intention to portray 
himself as a historic figure of reconciliation above and beyond the graves and as a 
symbol of the final end of the postwar era. 


But by devising the Bitburg scenario, Kohl ran afoul of his own distressingly super- 
ficial understanding of history which is obsessed by the value of symbolism. Following 
the storm of resentment on both sides of the Atlantic, the profoundly shaken chancellor 
tried to salvage whatever he could once U.S. President Ronald Reagan finally had 
arrived last week. 


In exchange for saddling his friend "Ron" and the Americans as such with an enervating 
dispute about the world war and the SS graves, Kohl now has to pay very dearly in 
political coin. Already some of the other allies are predicting Kohl's early demise, 
e.g. the French during closed-door meetings at their Bonn embassy. Kohl, they say, 

has so humbled the American nation that the U.S. embassy in Bonn will start dismantling 
the German head of government as soon as Reagan leaves. 
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The first blow caught Kohl right after Reagan landed. Without coordinating his state- 
ment with the FRC, the U.S. President announced on German soil from which “war should 
never originate again but only peace,” according to Kohl, the start of a trade war 
against Nicaragua -- which amounts to an unparalleled insult to the Bonn government. 


But in his talks with Reagan last Thursday and Friday, Koh! did not dare raise the 
issue with the President. In the aftermath of the dispute over Reagan's visit to 
Bitburg, the chancellor is ready to make restitution. He now wants to offer himself 
up as an indispensable friend to the American by supporting [his] ambitious plans for 
an Armaments in space. 


Earlier, Koh! had let it be known that his publiciy stated preconditions for FRG par- 
ticipation in the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), the space-based missile defense 
system, should not be taken too seriously. To be sure, the Bonn government was making 
an effort to develop a common plan with its furopean partners; but this was not a 
precondition for German agreement to SDI. 


Then, in his first private conversation with his guest last Thursday, Kohl said yes to 
SDI “without any reservations," according to government spokesman Peter Boenisch. The 
chancellor made but one request: in his publicity campaign in support of the space arms 
program Reagan should not stray too far from the existing strategy of the threat of 
mutual nuclear destruction. Otherwise, the chancellor said, his government's moral 
credibility would suffer. After all, it justified the arms modernization program by 
referring to this doctrine. 


Without checking into the matter any further, Kohl was content to accept Reagan's simple 
statement that the Americans were interested in “real cooperation" with the Europeans 
on the SDI program. The chancellor failed to ask for any further clarification of this 
statement. 


In his zeal to oblige his White House visitor, Kohl angered another of the allies. 
Mitterrand complained to the chancellor that he was jeopardizing the projected European 
space arms program by his overzealous acceptance of the Reagan SDI scheme. Kohl tried 
vainly to put the Frenchman in a conciliatory mood by pledging his allegiance. 





Standing side by side with the most powerful man of the Western world, shaking hands 

with Ronald Reagan and closing ravks -- these were the TV and photo angles for which 

the chancellor posed, They were images to capture a historic moment: the tinal end of the detente 
hokum and the lukewarm balance between the United States and the Soviet Union. The Kohl 
slogan is “go West." 


Acting as though the FRG had not been firmly rooted in the Western alliance for decades, 
the chancellor was playing the part of the harbinger of a new era. The CDU chancellor 
is making a strong effort to link the destiny of the West Germans ever so closely to 
the policies of the superpower that one is hard put not to look upon the FRG as the 5lst 
state of the United States of America. 





In an interview with the American news magazine TIME, Koh! gave free rein to his 
emotions: “When I look over the past 30 years since Adenauer,” he said, "I consider 
it my most important task to make a contribution to making the ties of the FRG to the 
West — the common values of the West — irreversible; making them part of our reason 
of state. This, if you will, amounts to a declaration of love for the Americans.” 


Kohl is making a show of standing right behind Reagan whereas the other medium-sized 
European nations are trying to stay out of the duel between the superpowers. He is 
adopting an unreservedly pro-American policy at the very moment when Washington is 
provoking confrontation with Moscow from a position of strength. 


Te 
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The German [chancellor] was already running up the American flag when the new round of 
arms control negotiarfions began in Geneva -- even though provoking the East can hardly 
be said to be in Bonn's interest. After all, the Geneva talks are also supposed to 
deal with a reduction of medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe -- including those 
of the Soviets. 


All claims of an independent policy by the Bonn government are passe. “If ever the 
phrase ‘setting the course’ had any meaning, then now is the time," says Peter Radunski, 
the CDU's national executive director, with reference to Kohl's resolve to forge an 
unswerving brotherly alliance with the United States. 


The course is this: like the American President, Helmut Kohl is dreaming of a pro- 
tective umbrella in space which will keep a nuclear war from occurring once and for all. 


As Reagan said in March 1983, this vision has nothing to do with war but with peace; 
nothing to do with reprisals but with prevention; nothing with fear but all the more 


with hope. 


In the Bundestag 2 weeks ago, Kohl raved about Reagan's love for peace: "With a vision 
reaching far into the future, he has juxtaposed the existing strategy of deterrance 
through the capability of mutual destruction with a new model of an assured defensive 


capability employing non-nuclear weapons.” 


Even before Reagan reached German soil the chancellor was already explaining to the 
parliament what the meaning of his handshake with the U.S. President was to be: it 
was to seal an SDI pact between the Americans and the Germans. Kohl, acting the part 
of page, was pledging his allegiance to Reagan, the knight errant in space, to follow 
him on a mystery trip. 


It may take him into the horrors of a new arms race; into a battle for world domination 
from outer space. Under the best of circumstances, Europe could be faced with the 
prospect of a second cold war. 


After weeks of hesitation, even while Christian Democrats, Christian Socialists and 
liberals were at odds among themselves concerning the new strategy and even before the 
Cabinet had made a decision, the chancellor had already pledged his word. 


In the Bundestag, on 18 April, Kohl voiced his agreement to the “star wars" project: 
“As far as I am concerned,” he said, “the resolve and the moral pretensions of the 
American President are totally above suspicion. In our view, therefore, the American 
research program is justified, politically necessary and of concern to the security 
of the West as a whole. The government of the FRG therefore supports the American 
strategic defense program in principle.” 


Despite all the objections raised by the government camp itself, the positive decision 
by Chancellor and party Chairman Kohl is irreversible. CDU General Secretary Heiner 
Geissler underscores this point, saying: “Of course the government is taking part. 

To act differently would be idiotic. And even if no other European country participates, 
we will participate." Party executive director Radunski makes much the same point: 

“Our policy is directed toward saying yes to SDI. We would rather be dependent on 

the United States than on the Soviet Union." 





The CDU strategists are willing to accept the fact that SDI may cause one more split 
among the European NATO allies. The French Government, with President Mitterrand leading 
the way, is warning of going along with the Washington adventure. Norway's conservative 
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**\. government has already indicated its unwillingness. Only Margaret Thatcher -- like 
-Kohl — seems to be resolved to follow Reagan on his SDI trip. But her foreign minister, 
—+Geoffrey Howe, feels differently about the right course for Great Britain. 


The propaganda chief at the Konrad Adenauer Building is taking advantage of Reagan's 
— State visit to help ring in the 1987 Bundestag election campaign. SDI is just what 
the doctor ordered to lay the groundwork for all-out polarization in the FRC. 


The SPD is opposed to German participation in the “star wars” project because Geissler 
is trying to characterize the SDI dispute as a battle between good and evil and to 
take advantage of it -- with the CDU/CSU arrayed on the side of morality and freedom 
and the Social Democrats on the side of the evil empire, as Reagan says. 


-Geissler’s goal is to secure “opinion leadership" for the CDU/CSU in the SDI dispute. 
‘He is hoping that an ideological crusade against the Reds in Moscow and in Bonn will 

divert attention from the difficulties the government is having with unemployment, 
pensions and new-style poverty. 


'* The old slogan of “freedom or socialism” is coming through again loud and clear. "This 
is our message," Geissler says. "The socialists and the Soviet Union are working hand 

~—in glove." The entire CDU executive committee agrees with him: "The SPD has by now 
become a risk to peace and security for Germany as well as for Europe.” 


——~Kohl, the statesman, like his spiritual grandparent Konrad Adenauer, means to use the 
*-- CDU election campaign ("All the ways of the SPD lead to Moscow") to fight and to 
“attack. “It was not the Americans who pounced on Afghanistan," he told the voters in 
‘Recklinghausen, “and they did not kill hundreds of thousands of people there in the 
war over the past 4 years; they did not commit genocide. It was the Soviet Union 
‘which invaded a small country." Not a word, of course, about the dirty war in Vietnam, 
— about the invasion of Grenada or the machinations of the Americans in Central America. 
be 
“This is what he says instead: "The malicious attacks by leading Social Democrats 
against the American President and the anti-American campaigns -- when these things are 
|perpetrated over and over again, one must make it crystal clear that this type of policy 
““is of exclusive benefit to the Soviet Union and no other power in the world." 


“~~ Arrayed alongside the United States, the CDU/CSU's self-image is that of the most 
important, if not the sole protector of freedom; of a crusader against socialism and 
“dictatorship. It vouches for allegiance to the alliance, i.e. for military security 
— and supports technological progress, i.e. business. "Those who resist participation 
“in SDI research today," says Bernhard Worms, the CDU standardbearer in the North Rhome- 
—Wertphalia election campaign, "will be saddled with the jobless of the nineties.” 
ze 
— Ne CDU's Radunski has carefully studied Reagan's most recent election campaign. He 
‘thinks he can feel the new spirit of the age drifting across the waters from the United 
“| States. “Somehow or other, mankind is lifting off the earth," he says. "We want to 
— be a part of that, as the party of the future. We are talking here about a 
| philosophical-conceptual process." 


a4 | 

~—« Anyone flying so high is apt to lose touch with the ground after a while. Kohl and 

-—4 Geissler are blindly plunging into a reckless adventure. For the first time ever, the 
/ FRG, a medium-sized pover, is about to enter a field previously restricted to the 
‘superpowers and to share responsibility for a strategic weapons system -- without, 
however, having any say concerning its deployment or supervision. 
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If the FRC, situated as it is along the borders to the east, does become an SDI nation, 
then the Soviet Union will make it fully responsible for the consequences. West Germany 
could then become a football of the superpowers. “This is the most grotesque example 
of dillentantism we have had in our entire postwar histcry,” says Egon Bahr, the 
director of the Hamburg Institute for Peace Research and Security Policy. 


Such warnings strike on deaf ears among those in power in Bonn. They were miffed when 
Soviet Central Committee Secretary Mikhail Zymyanin brusquely told them in mid-April: 
"If the FRC assumes ; esponsibility for SDI, it will also have to take the consequences.” 


Zymyanin dispensed with diplomatic courtesies. As he expressly remarked, he had come 
on an official mission on behalf of Kremlin boss Mikhail Gorbachev -- which was to 
inform the German chancellor that the warnings against support for the American SDI 
program were meant very seriously. 


In March, at the funeral of Konstantin Chernenko, his predecessor, the Soviet party 
chief had already read the riot act to the chancellor. When Kohl started to plead in 
longwinded fashion for a Gorbachev-Reagan summit, the Russian cut him off. He raised 

the rhetorical question, according to the minutes taken by Joerg Kastl, Bonn's ambassador 
to Moscow, as to “what was real and what was propaganda and what was genuinely responsi- 
ble in the long list of statements made by President Reagan and his advisers on the 
subject of the onging Geneva negotiations." 


According to Kastl's telegram to the Bonn Foreign Office Gorbachev then went on to say: 


The United States is not going there to reach agreements but is taking advantage of the 
talks, using them as a smokescreen for increased armaments and muscle power. The arms 
budget has reached an absolute maximum; Congress has approved an additional 2] MX 
missiles; substantial sums have been set aside for space arms and energetic measures 
have been introduced to develop qualitatively new weapons in space. For another thing, 
Washington is taking advantage of the Geneva talks to better discipline its allies. 

In the past, there used to be a variety of opinions within the Western alliance. 


According to Kastl, Gorbachev then concluded: "Now they are standing at attention.” 


The ambassador's report goes on the say that the Soviet Union is viewing the non-nuclear 
arms buildup in the FRG with some suspicion anyway. Bonn's “readiness to take part in 
the American plans for military research in space only serves to heighten this concern.” 
Gorbachev is said to have asked for clarification as to the chancellor's policies: 
"Where is the chancellor's policy drifting?" 


Dilletante foreign policy expert Kohl hardly has any room left to maneuver. The FRC 
has become an American weapons platform -- all the more so since the modernization 
program. On its soil — and that is unique among NATO countries -- there are at least 
63 and there will soon be 108 Pershing II missiles ready for launch against the Soviet 
Union. Support for Reagan's SDI program will totally relegate Bonn to the role of 
American vassal. 


Kohl has to deny that the FRG is dependent [on the United States] to such an extent. 
It is precisely his voters who are most unhappy about the idea of being in bondage to 
America. "The chancellor of the allies" is what socialist Kurt Schumacher called 
Adenauer in 1949 — and that has remained a dirty word for the conservatives. 


The chancellor might yet earn a reputation as a statesman capable of protecting 
Germany's own interests -- by turning thumbs down on SDI and refusing to let the FRC 
be drawn into the madness of a big power arms race. The Europeans would have to quit 
this big power struggle for world domination which is no longer any concern of theirs. 
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No one could then accuse the chancellor of violating our treaty obligations. What is at 
stake is a principle of vital importance for the people of Western and Eastern Europe, 
i.e., the 4ivisibility of detente. 


To this day, we still have a policy in reasonably good working order which does not allow 
every strain on Soviet-American relations to affect relations between East and West 
Europeans. Whatever the superpowers are up to in Afghanistan or in Central America -- 

it has not posed a serious threat to detente in Europe thus far. 


In 1980, after the Soviets invaded Afghanistan, German Chancellor Helmut Schmidt and 
French President Valery Giscard d'Estaing did not permit U.S. President Jimmy Carter 
to draw them into adopting punitive measures against the Soviet Union. In the final 
analysis, they kept the controversy from spreading to Europe — and in exchange for 
this advantage, Schmidt joined the boycott of the Moscow Olympic Cames. 


Bonn also refused to join a propaganda crusade against Poland as desired by Washington 
as a response to the imposition of martial law by Gen Wojciech Jaruzelski. This type 
of independent action is likely to be a thing of the past once Bonn has signed the 

SDI pact with the United States. 


Officials of the Bonn Foreign Ministry have done an analysis of why the Soviet leader- 
ship's reaction to the “star wars” plans has been so irritable: 


— A new attempt by the United States to revert to a policy of containment vis-a-vis 
the Soviet Union is causing justifiable concern in Moscow that the Soviet Union is 
being downgraded to a second-rate world power; 


-- The Soviet Union is aware of its weaknesses in high-tech development; it is also aware 
that the gap between it and the West would grow as a result of the SDI program; 


— Moscow is afraid that Western advances in civilian technology would make the devel- 
opment of new weapons systems possible in the course of a second stage the nature and 
impact of which cannot even be imagined at this time. 


Rastern and Western experts believe that from a certain stage of development onward the 
space arms program might lead to the creation of offensive weapons. Laser attacks at 

the speed of light directed against so-called soft targets, e.g. oil tanks, grain fields, 
forests, factories and cities, would cause immense firestorms and do irreparable damage 
to industrialized nations. 


if the Germans should join in the American attempt to force the Soviet Union to 
relinquish its position as a superpower of equal strength, then the FRC will be viewed 
by Moscow as a frontline enemy state. The consequences are easy to imagine: an end 

to detente in Europe; new confrontations; crisis situations once again. The division of 
Europe would become deeper and the fortunes of the FRG would be tied for better or 
worse to those of the United States. 


This is the price the Europeans would have to pay -- even if they would gain nothing from 
it themselves. Even if the United States was to acquire an SDI umbrella to go along with 
the nuclear sword, the FRG would get no protection from it at all. Reagan is thinking 
primarily of the North American continent; the security needs of the Europeans are none 
of his concern. 


This was plain to see when he announced his vision of the future marked by “peace through 
strength” in his TV address from the White House in 1983 and launched the “star wars" 
project. The Heritage Foundation, a well-endowed, archconservative think tank in 
Washington, suggested the basic idea to the President: America must close all “windows 
of vulnerability” and defeat "Moscow in the war of ideas.” 
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But the chancellor is making it appear as though SDI also were a good thing for Burope -- 
if only there vas success in getting the Americans to agree to certain demands. 


But how is a Cerman head of covernment to set conditions to the United States once he 
has given his approval in principle and has already submitted to the wishes of the 
premier NATO power once before in the matter of the deployment of the Pershing 117 


Horst Teltschik, Kohl's security adviser, can see the connection quite clearly. “If the 
FRO had not carried out deployment, no one would have,” he says. “In the Strategic 
Defense Initiative issue, too, the FRC has a key role to play.” 


In his address to the Bundestag, to be sure, the chancellor coupled his agreement in 
principle to SDI with the demand that the security of Europe must not be unlinked from 
that of the United States. “We must not have any zones of variable security within 
the NATO area,” he said. 


But this is axactly what would happen, if SDI became a reality. The SDI umbrella would 
protect the United States from intercontinental missiles while leaving Europe wnpro- 
tected. 


Even if we should succeed one day in building defensive weapons to protect against the 
USSR'’s ballistic SS-20's, they would still be of no avail against the short-range Soviet 
nuclear missiles which reach their targets in only 100 seconds of flying time without 
so much as entering outer space. Responsibility for the defense against these missiles 
the government would have to assign entirely to computers -- with all the risks of 
technical error which that involves. But that course would amount to a capitulation 

to the robots on the part of the politicians. 


Volker Ruehe, the deputy chief of the parliamentary fraction, described the peculiarly 
dangerous situation in Europe to the executive committee of the CDU/CSU Bundestag 
fraction in vivid terms. He had his dowbts concerning Reagan's sense of reality, 
Ruche said, in the face of the President's desire of protecting his population against 
nuclear missiles from outer space. 


The Russian nuclear explosives would not have to come from outer space at all, Ruehe 
said. They could be brought to their targets “in hand luggage.” It has long since 
become feasible to transport atom bombs having the combined explosive force of those 
used in “Hiroshima and Nagasaki" to Chicago as part of tourist luggage. Even if SDI 

does become a reality, there wil! be no protection for American cities. “In ay view,” 
Ruehe said, “it is a dream for one side to beliewe that it can recover its invulnerability.” 


The Koh] line of argument becomes totally hollow when he starts to swear by a NATO 
doctrine the Americans have long since discarded. Up to the time the new space defense 
system is built, the chancellor told the Bundestag, “NATO's flexible response strategy 
must continue to apply unchanged.” The truth, however, is that the Americans have not 
been prepared for some time to expose their country to the risk of an attack by Soviet 
long-range missiles. 


As long ago as 1979, former U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger told a conference 
of experts in Brussels with disarming candor: “The allies should not constantly cal! 
on the United States to assume strategic responsibility which we are unable to assume; 
which, if we were to assume them, we would be unwilling to carry out and which, if we 
carried them out, would incur the risk of destroving civilization.” 
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the Bundeswehr Academy in Hamburg in 1983, former Chancellor Schmidt 

th the Kissinger statement. “I would be willing to predict,” he said, 
“that the idea of the first use of nuclear weapons to counter « conventional attack wil! 
increasingly be viewed as inappropriate and even as unacceptable in the course of the 


eighties.” 


Even with SDI, the flexible response philosophy of deterrence could not be revived. The 
reason for it is, as most sciemists agree, that even SDI cannot afford 100 percent 
protection for American cities against a Soviet counterstrike. The sore likely logical 
consequence vould be a massive increase in Soviet offensive weapons which Gorbachev has 
already threatened. 


Apocalypse would move one step closer. A halfway functioning defensive system would 
offer a temptation for both of the superpowers. The one which has it first would be in 
a position to fire first and not necessarily to die second -- because he could count 
on intercepting the counterstrike of an enemy that had already been disarmed to a large 
extent. 


A nuclear first strike, the London Institute for Strategic Studies warns in its just 
released annual report, would be “more thinkable” once a space defense system was 
deployed. in addition, it would increase the danger of accidental attack because the 
systems would have to be programmed for an extremely short time span. All in all, 
these experts who are otherwise so very highly regarded by our government contend, the 
threat of nuclear war is growing. 


But the United States, Bonn Foreign Ministry experts say, feels that even an umbrella 
full of holes would help improve its security -- even if the system's effectiveness 
were just over 50 percent. Under those conditions, surprise attacks on the U.S. ouwclear 
arsenal and on key military targets would become incalculable. The U.S. strategists 
are said to believe that a “watertight system" is unattainable but at the same time not 
really necessary. 


As compared with this, all of Kohl's other arguments in favor of German participation 
in the SDI program are not weighty enough. It is a non-nuclear defensive system, the 
chancellor argues, adding that SDI will even lead to success at the Geneva arms control 
negotiations. 


It is more likely that the opposite will happen -- because SDI erodes another agreement 
with the Soviets, the so-called ABM treaty concluded during the era of detente in 
1972, which limits anti-missile defense systems. 





While the treaty does not prohibit research on individual components of ABM weapons, it 
does prohibit testing and deploying such systems — aside from agreed upon exceptions. 
In a document submitted to the Congress 2 weeks ago, however, the Pentagon claimed the 
right to conduct extensive tests with space weapons. 


Once again, the Reagan administration is about to follow up on the Heritage Foundation's 
ideological recommendations. “The President should order the development and deployment 
of strategic U.S. weapons as rapidly as possible,” the [foundation's] Reagan "Mandate 11" 
scenario states, “and should inform the Soviet Union at the appropriate time that 
American security interests do not allow the continuation of a defenseless situation 
such as prescribed by the 1972 ABM treaty.” 
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' As for Kohl"s request that the United States should permit the Germans to take part in 
SDI research, this also runs the risk of violating the ABM treaty provisions which 
prohibit the “development” even of partial componets, e.g. special computers or lasers, 
as well as the exchange of blueprints with one's allies. 


But the chancellor is making light of the Cerman participation in the “star vars” 
project. “There will not be, nor gust there be an automatic sequence of research, 
development and deployment of the strategic defense systems.” he said. “All decisions 
above and beyond the research program will only be reached on the basis of firm research 
findings.” 


In the case of the space project there cannot be any clean separation between research 
on the one hand and testing and development on the other, such as Kohl is trying to 
make it appear. tbven if the Germans were to limit their activities to research, their 
American partners have already started work on developing the components of the systex 
designed to intercept incoming intercontinental ballistic missiles and on the prepara- 
tion of tests -- in violation of the ABM treaty which only permits testing in the 
laboratory. 


It was in February 1984 that Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger already spelled out 
his plans for an extensive program of developing and testing SDi-relevant technologies. 
It provides for ground tests in the mid-eighties of chemical lasers and large-size 
optical equipment. And, as early as 1987, the schedule calls for carrying and testing 
a target location system on board the space shuttle and the precise alignment of 
lasers in space. 


Once billions of dollars have been spent on research, SDI critics rightly fear, even a 
German chancellor such as Kohl will be unable to put 4 stop to the project any longer. 
There 1s good reason to believe that the contention that we are merely dealing with 
research is meant to silence fears -- as was done once before when NATO coupled its 
modernization resolution with an offer of negotiations to the Soviets. ; 2 


— 


Just as the Americans had long decided then to deploy their cruise missiles and . 
Pershing II in Europe, the Reagan administration now appears ready to take military 
advantage of space in any event — no matter what the Soviets do to counter the move. 


That it is Ronald Reagan of all people -- who looks upon communism as the embodiment of ° 
evil as such — who is selling SDI in form of a peace initiative does not serve to 
reduce suspicion. = 


Reagan linked his vision of a strategic defense in space to a startling idea: he would ° 
share the know-how to le developed with the Soviets in order to avoid any destabilizing [ 


consequences. 


This very simply is in contrast to those who are increasingly having their way in = 
proposing to block any free exchange of technical information on security grounds. This’ 
not only concerns the export of know-how to the East; already now the Americans are 
blocking high technology transfer to Western nations, including the NATO member countries’. 


As a tool serving its disguised protectionism, the United States is not only turning to — 
Cocom, the Paris organization which, under American pressure, is constantly expanding — 
the list of allegedly militarily sensitive grods which may not be exported to the East | 
bloc. On the basis of an executive order signed by the President, Weinberger may now 
veto any export license issued by the Commerce Department within 15 days. 
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Going one step further, the Americans are ask‘nz for direct contro!) ower the re-exports 
of foreign firms. Previously, export restrictions only applied to weapons parts; bet 
now Washington holds any product which can be used in connection vith weapons technology 
to be security-sensitive. 


This applies to all computer and gicroclectronics technologies whether designed for 
missiles or toasters, as well as telecommunications equipment, new materials, robot 


technology, gene technology and serospace equipment. 


In mid-March, the U.S. State Department's Under Secretary William Schneider protested 
to Guenther van Well, the Cerman ambassador to the United States, concerning the delivery 
of s»ecial machinery to the Soviet Union by the Wuppertal-based firm of Thiclenhaus. 


The machinery, destined for use in the motor and anti-friction bearing industry, could 
also be used, Schneider argued, for the production of high-performance turbines for 
Soviet fighter aircraft. The Thielenhaus products were not part of the Cocom list as 
yet, he said, but the United States would be raising the isewe in that body. 


The truth of the matter is that Thielenhaus supplies the U.S. armament industry with 
machinery. The types of machinery exported to the Soviet Union were harmless, the 
firm's management declared, assuming that some of its American competitors were behind 
the accusation. 


At an Atlantic Bridge symposium in Dallas this February, Gerhard Zeidler, a member of 
the board of directors of Standard Electrik Lorez (SEL), a Stuttgart technology company, 
denounced the rude methods being employed by the Americans. 


The FRG's annual export trade with the Warsaw Pact countries and the PRC amounts t» DM23 
billion, Zeidler said, which is more than the United States and France put together. 
“We are therefore more seriously affected than others,” he said, which is why there 
must be “a clearer definition than at present” as to which technologies are subject to 
the American embargo. 


“We need to know,” he added. “Under no circumstances is it sufficient to operate with 
criteria such as ‘possible military use.'" All of today's relevant information 
technologies, for example, can also be used for military purposes. This means, Zeidler 
said, that “all of our products during the past 5 years, i.e. more than 90 percent of 
our entire output, would have been affected.” 








In November 1984, the FRC Ministry for Research came out with an “analysis of U.S. 
technology transfer policy” which states that “it is to be expected that U.S. Department 
of Defense contract allocations wil! help American industry gain advantages in competi- 
tion — even if wnintentionally — while the transfer of technology wil! be subjected 
to increasingly tighter restrictions.” 





According to the ministry report, there are some surprising things going on in the 
so-called free world: 


— “Export applications for Switzerland, Austria, Sweden and the FRC, among others, 
undergo particularly close scrutiny”; 


— Approval of “an application to export” goods to an allied nation is made dependent 
by Washington on “the extent to which the receiving nation supports American goals in 
the Cocom committee”; 


— On instructions from Washington, foreign firms are excluded from development of 
“future technologies in the computer and microelectronics field.” 
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There is a danger, the study concludes, “of the defense sector possibly securing for 
itself a quasi-monopoly even over technologies which are of substantial civilian use. 
Prompt transfer of technical progress to the civilian sector as well as to industry in 
other Western countries could be prevented on national security grounds.” 


Participation in SDI would surely make the situation of the German high technology 
industry even worse. SDI critics are afraid that the United States would take advan- 
tage of its political preponderance and its military secrecy provisions in order to 
channel the transfer of technology in only one direction: from Europe to America. 


"If Europe does not watch out,” former Minister for Research Andreas von Vuelow (SPD) 
warns, “it will turn into an adjunct of the military-industrial complex of the United 
States." 


While Helmut Kohl is still giving assurances that he will see to it that German-American 
cooperation on SDI “is characterized by fair partnership and the free exchange of 
information; that it will not be a technological one-way street,” the United States is 
‘lready moving in a different direction. The Americans are already trying to buy up 

the things they want from the Germans in the FRG directly -- without letting them 
partake of any American laboratory secrets or blueprints. 


Thus far, the Americans have not stated clearly what their ideas with regard to German 
participation in SDI are. Following a visit to the United States in early April, 
Heinz Riesenhuber, the German minister for research, said that he was as yet unaware 
of "a clear line” in the Pentagon's thinking. 


Fred Ikle, Weinberger's under secretary, made short shrift of the German official, 
stating that SDI was "a purely American matter." If the Germans wished to take part 
in the project, they could send their scientists and engineers across the Atlantic 
and interested German firms could be rewarded with “subcontracts.” 


Riesenhuber got an entirely different message from General James Abrahamson, the 
SDI project manager at the Pentagon. The West Germans, he said, would join consortiums 
and joint teams. SDI, after all, was an “alliance matter." 


Later this month, the government will be sending 23 business experts along with 
officials from the Foreign and Defense Ministries, the Chancellor's Office and the 
Ministry of Research to Washington to find out exactly what bih brothefs plans are. 





In early April, Lionel Olmer and William Schneider, under secretaries in the Commerce 
and State Departments respectively, met with top managers of SEL, Siemens, MTU, German 
Babcock, MBB, Dornier, Wacker-Chemie — all of them German technology corporations — at 
Neu-Isenburg near Frankfurt to obtain their “direct cooperation" in the SDI project. 


Schneider brushed aside all arguments that such business deals might be in violation 
of the ABM treaty. The treaty was no obstacle to collaboration in research, he said. 


Officiais of the Bonn Foreign Ministry who attended the Neu-Isenburg meeting were 
dismayed, reporting to their chief that the U.S. Government was intent on pursuing its 
goal of securing the research potential of foreign firms on behalf of SDI. But in 
this it was showing no consideration for the fact that the NATO members had not even 
accepted the invitation to participate in SDI as yet. 


The Foreign Ministry also was skeptical about the prospects of technology transfer, 

as demanded by Kohl. At Neu-Isenburg, the Americans had clearly been trying to win 

the German businessmen over with the promise that they would be able to take commercial 
advantage of the joint research findings. But the subsequent explanations were so 
general in nature that there was no way of telling how the research findings would 
really be applied to benefit technological progress in the participating countries. 
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Just how the Americans prevent thei= Western partners from looking over their shoulder 
has long been recognized by German scientists, the Bonn Ministry for Research found. 
For some time now, non-Americans have not been permitted to attend American professional 


meetings. 


As a result of Pentagon pressure, the organizers of a symposium of the Society for 
Photooptical Instrumentation Engineers, for example, which was held in Arlington, 
Virginia in early April, asked all participants to present proof of American citizen- 
ship. Foreign nationals were required to obtain passes from their embassy and the U.S. 
Department of Defense, and some documents were kept under lock and key. 


There were other events which were “open to U.S. citizens only” such as a meeting 
of the Society of Manufacturing Engineers at the Disneyland Hotel in Anaheian, California 
in January, as well as meetings on ceramic materials and high technology last year. 


Even for meetings at universities, e.g. in Los Angeles and in Maryland, Washington has 
ordered a quota system. "It turns out,” said Robert L. Parks, a professor of physics 
at the University of Maryland, “that American participants at these limited-access 
conferences are deprived of the opportunity to learn from their foreign colleagues 
who have already solved problems with which Americans may still be grappling.” 


Exactly how Helmut Kohl hopes to commit the United States to “fair partnership" and 
a “free exchange of information” must remain his own secret. All he can really hope 
to do is to appeal to the sense of fairness of his friend Ronald -- but that may not 
help him very much. It will take a long time before Reaganwill forget, if he does, 
that the German chancellor made him slip into the worst crisis of his Presidency with 
the Bitburg affair. 


But Kohl seems deaf to all arguments against the outer space adventure. Almost all 
non-industry American scientists as well as political and economic experts, i.e. 99 
percent, are opposed to SDI, according to a statement by MIT Professor Suzanne Berger 
in Rome. 


And not only SPD Chairman Willy Brandt is saying that “there are justified doubts 
concerning the long-term -- and at times even the medium-term-predictability of American 
policy." Wolfgang Mischnick, the head of the FDP parliamentary delegation, also does 
not think that SDI is the “philosopher's stone which will make war less likely." But 
the chancellor could not care less. He is hoping that SDI will be the big issue in the 
1987 Bundestag election campaign; but he might just possibly be completely wrong about 
that. 


Hans-Dietrich Genscher, his coalition partner, warns that Kohl's policy no longer 
commands a majority. The CDU aust take care [he says] that its capability to preserve 
the peace is not questioned -- as it was in the heyday of detente and Ostpolitik. The 
foreign minister is beginning to keep his distance. "I have my hands full preserving 
the continuity of German 1 ‘sign policy,” he says. 


The mean-spirited slogan coined by the CDU executive committee, accusing the SPD of 
being a security risk, might boomerang. If it really appiies to anyone, the 
chancellor -- Helmut Kohl -- would be the one. 
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FURTHER ON ORTEGA-MITTERRAND MEETING 





PA141256 Managua Radio Sandino in Spar sh 1930 GMT 13 May 85 


[Excerpt] French President Francois Mitterrand said today during talks with Nicaraguan 
President Daniel Ortega that France is prepared to help Nicaragua. Following a very 
constructive 90-minute meeting in the Elysee Paiace, President Ortega said: The 
president of France understands our problems. 


(Michelle Voselle), an Elysee spokesman, said that Mitterrand listened to the political 
objectives -- political pluralism, a mixed economy, and nonalignment — outlined by 
Ortega with much interest. The French spokesman added that France's policy for 
Nicaragua is in line with a fundamental attitude: respect for the people's right to 
rule themselves. Recalling his visit to the Majdanek extermination camp in Poland, 
President Ortega once again accused President Reagan of wanting to turn Nicaragua into 
a concentration camp. 


On his arrival in Paris from Madrid at noon today President Ortega was greeted by 
French Research and Technology Minister Hubert Curien. 


DEFENSE MINISTRY REJECTS U.S. ARMS SALES DATA 


AU141237 Paris AFP in English 1232 GMT 14 May 85 


{[Text] Paris, May 14 (AFP) -- The Defence Ministry today rejected U.S. Congressional 
figures yesterday which made France the world's second biggest arms supplier to the 
Third World last year, calling them “untrue” and “tendentious.” Orders from France 
in 1984 totaled some 6.2 billion dollars, and not 9.1 billion as indicated in the 
U.S. study, putting France third — not second — behind the Soviet Union and the 
United States, it said. In addition, actual deliveries last year were for just a 
little over half the total amount, contracts being spread over several years, while 
half the orders were covered by a single contract with Saudi Arabia, officials added. 


According to the U.S. Congress study, Soviet arms sales to the Third World in 1984 
more than doubled from 4.8 to 10.4 billion dollars, France's rose steeply from two 

to 9.1 billion, and U.S. sales fell from 10.2 to 7.3 billion. The report was 
released by U.S. Senator Mark Hatfield, who said he had asked President Ronald Reagan 
to propose talks with the Soviet Union and France, on reducing all three countries’ 
arms sales to the Third World. The French Defence Ministry added today that the 
Third World contracts with France last year covered not only arms, but technology 
transfer that would eventually enable customer-nations to end dependence on supplier- 


nations. 


DUMAS DEFENDS POLICIES IN NATIONAL ASSEMBLY 





Supports ‘Principle’ of Summits 
PM100941 Paris LE MONDE in French 9 May 85 p 4 
{[Unattributed report: "France Is Not Isolated") 


{(Text] The deputies took advantage of the weekly government question time on 
Tuesday 7 May to obtain some details about the results of the Bonn summit. 
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External Relations Minister Roland Dumas was first questioned by Jacques Baume! (RPR, 
Hauts-de-Seine), who, under the surprised gaze of Valery Giscard d‘Estaing — who was 
behind the initial summits between the world's seven richest countries — began by 
questioning the principle of holding these meetings, explaining that this policy had 
“once again demonstrated its futiliry, and even harmfulness, in that disagreements, 
national sensitivities, and «lashes of interest are displayed to the public at large, 
the media, and opinion.” 


Mr Dumas defended this initiative by the former president of the Republic. After ad- 
mitting that the French Goverament had been forced to question "the soundness of the 
methods used during this kind of meeting,” he noted in fact “a deviation from the ideas 
which prevailed when they were drawn up." 


With regard to the actual results of the Bonn summit, Mr Dumas said: “I would be Lying 
if | said that the results obtained Lived up to our expectations.” However, the ex- 
ternal relations minister expressed satisfaction with the results with regard to 

Africa: “The French proposal for combating famine and drought was essentially supported 
by all our partners.” As for Franco-German cooperation, he said that “the trust which 
exists between our two countries and their governments protects them from the vagaries 
of an international conference, however important it may be" 


Finally, in reply to Guy-Miche!l Chauveau (PS, Sarthe), the external relations minister 
asserted that "France is not isolated. It spoke out for Europe's interests, in agree- 
ment with the European Community -- which was unanimously of the same opinion as we on 
19 March -- and in agreement with the Third World, which had shown its reservations 
during the Washington monetary conference. If France were to find itself isolated for 
an instant, that would still be better than pretending to favor a position which was 
in conflict with its interests and those of Europe." 


Upholds "Diseretion’ in Lebanon 
PMLOLOLL Paris LE MONDE in French 9 May 85 p $ 
[Unattributed report: “A Divided Country Would Be a Prey to Regional Interference™] 


{Text} Lebanon is decidedly a subject on which there is consensus among French pol i- 
ticians, at least among PS, RPR, and UDF politicians. Last week [French Prime Minister] 
Laurent Fabius drew applause from all benches in the National Assembly -- aside from the 
Communist deputies -- when he stressed the support which France was prepared to give the 
Lebanese. The same alliance was formed more strongly on Tuesday 7 May to applaud 
[French External Relations Minister] Roland Dumas during government question time. 


Yet in his question Pascal Clement (UDF, Loire) criticized government policy in 
Lebanon, saying that its “silence” worried him. tle also asked whether France had 
"decided to ask for the UN Security Council to be convened." 


in his reply Mr Dumas said that “a divided Lebanon would be a prey to regional inter- 
ference, which has had too much influence on the internal crisis. If that country 
breaks up, the whole Near East will be parceled out, since ft is an ethnic and cultural 
mosaic." 


The external relations minister said: “I am in personal contact with President 
al-Jumayyil, with whom 1 spoke only yesterday, and with the UN secretary general. 
Nonetheless, it has, so far, proved difficult for the international community to take 
any action because there has been no direct request from the Lebanese authorities and 
because there is insufficient agreement among the parties involved." 
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"gut [ can assure you that, as before, we are still trying to establish the right con- 
ditions for enabling the United Nations to play its role in the field or, failing thar, 
to thiok about the measures the situation requires. We must therefore talk not of the 
French Government's silence but of its discretion." 


ARMED FORCES CHLEF OF STAFF TOURS NEW CALEDONIA 
P~MOS1519 Paris LZ FIGARO in French 3 May 85 p 7 


|Jacques-Maurice Clec report: “future of New Caledonia: General Lacaze on Strategic 
Base Sites” ] 


[Excerpts!| Noumea -- Armed Forces Chief of Staff General Jeannou Lacaze arrived in 

Noumea from French Polynesia Wednesday evening for a brief visit to cxamine in situ the 
project for a strategic military base in New Caledonia. Thursday afternoon Gen Lacaze 
visited the various sites involved in the strategic base project, especially the “marine” 
infrastructure at Noumea, the “air” infrastructure at Tountouta (international 

airport), and “land” iofrastructure at Plum, 20 km south of Noumea. At the end of the 
day Gen Lacaze gave a press conference, which left journalists hungry fer more. 


Laconic and impassive, Gen Lacaze confirmed the reputation which has earned him the 
nickname “the Sohinx” among his aides. The general refused to make any volitical 
comments. He gave this definition of what shoul be understood by a strategic base: 
“A combination of faterservice military capabilities designed to deal with particular 
threats affecting national interests. To deal with them either using what is already 
provided or with whatever we can provide in the way of reinforcement. These means will 
have to be concentrated in a geographical area which is certainly considered impor- 
tant -- vital, in fact -- by the government within the context of the defense of its 
golbal policy. Within this context President Mitterrand has asked me to visit the 
actual site, tollowing prior studies carried out by various committees, to examine ways 
of increasing the military capabilities of a base yet to be created and to determine 
how and when it could be created." 


Work Has Started 


The work has already started. At the Tontouta base one can already see at the end of 
the strip the preparation of a surface that could permit the possible future use of 
Jaguar aircraft, whose afterburners require a special runway cover. At Noumea harbor 
bathymetric investigations are going on to ascertain the depth of the port, to determine 
ics ship receiving capability. The strategic base does not involve the deployment of 
nuclear weapons. 


Gen Lacaze declines to define the nature of “the threat," which is classed as a 

"defense secret." Nevertheless, he did indicate that “an investigation of possible 
threats is in progress, on which basis the strengthening of the base is being examined." 
Gen Lacaze did not rule out the docking of U.S. ships (even nuclear ships) in New 
Caledonia, in line with existing accords within the European defense context, The 

same applies to Australian ships on a reciprocal! bases. 


In connection with the announced visit of the nuclear attack submarine Rubis the 

Armed forces chief of staff pointed out that submarines of this kind are sent on 
lengthy missions which enable them to travel thousands of kilometers under water. As 
for Defense “inister Charles Hernu's imminent visit, it is not of an exceptional nature 
either. Gen Lacaze declined to reveal its date, but the arrival of the Rubis seems 
imminent and the defence minister's visit should take place in the next few days. 
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TENT Gen Lacaze said that the decision to create a strategic base stemmed frem “deliberations 
that have been going on for a long time and that have already underlined the South 
___!Pacific's importance in the deployment of French forces in order to maintain an adequate 
level of credibility for our Armed Forces. This means, in particular, that Polynesia 
could be used for some time to come for the tests that are essential to us. There is a 
South Pacific entity and a certain link between France's need to remain in Polynesia 
6 jand its need to remain in Guiana (because of Kuru, on which France's and Europe's future 
in space depends). It is logical to be concerned about New Caledonia's strategic posi- 
jin too. It was within the context of these deliberations that President Mitterrand 
assigned this task to me." 


Gen Lacaze left at 0700 Friday morning local time (2200 hours Thursday, Paris time) for 
2  jTahiti, where he is to meet again with President Gaston Flosse. 


: — MINISTER HERNU VISITS NEW CALEDONIA 





| Melbourne Overseas Service in English 0500 GMT 10 May 85 












[Text] The French defense minister, Mr Hernu, has arrived in New Caledonia for a 2-day 
visit to the Pacific territory. He sailed into Noumea aboard the nuclear-powered sub- 
rine Rubis after actually landing in the territory aboard a special jet and going to 
the vessel by helicopter. The defense minister will spend his visit in talks with 
France's special envoy to New Caledonia, Mr Pisani, and inspect the military facilities 
around the capital. 


Hernu told reporters the arrival of the submarine did not mean New Caledonia was about 
to become a nuclear base. Radio Australia's| correspondent in Noumea says he also played 
down criticism from Australia and New Zealand about the vessel's presence in the Pacific, 
adding that Australia appeared to be growing more understanding on the nuclear question. 


* Further Report 
LD102048 Paris Domestic Service in French 1100 GMT 10 May 85 


_(Excerpts] In New Caledonia, trouble is now spreading to young people, particularly in 
ithe La Perouse school in Noumea. Melanesian and European pupils who took refuge in the 
a AL school hurled stones at one another while a number of parents were gathering 
..jin front of the school's entrance. Riot police were forced to intervene to prevent 
—iclashes. | 

— 2* a communique, the FLNKS, the Kanak Socialist National Liberation Front tonight de- 
4nounced the premeditation of the 8 May aggressions and demanded the explusion of the 

a {RPCR [Caledonian Rally for the Republic] killers and the lifting of its leaders’ parlia- 
~—|ment ary immunity. i | 


—.. Charles Hernu, the defense minister, has arrived in Noumea on board the Rubis submarine. 
__jAfter the chief-of-staff, General Lacaze, Charles Hernu has come to investigate fot him-— 
——iself the suitability of Noumea as a base which, according to the defense minister,\is a 
«a —inecessity. 


} 
| ' 


— 


| 
[Begin Hernu recording] France has no 22 ambitions in this region of the | world. 
{France believes that it has no adversaries in this region of the world, but we know that 
— with regard to our strategic position, it is a regionally-based position. [as heard] 








2 
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., It has to do with New Caledonia, but not only New Caledonia, and it is a matter of main- 
‘taining the security of New Caledonia, in other words, of all those, irrespective of 
their ethnic groups, who are living on the territory of New Caledonia. But it has 
to do with Guiana and with Polynesia. That is the balance in the region (ae heard) that 
our Armed Forces have been entrusted with -- the task of making sure that strategit i 
correspond with military capabilities and consequences in accordance with changing, condi 





tions. [end recording] | | 6 
' 

NEW CALEDONIA’S TJIBAOU COMMENTS ON VIOLENCE a 
LD111428 Paris Domestic Service in French 1100 GMT 11 May 85 | 1 

, [Text] Dick Ukeive vas present yesterday in the 17th Paris Criminal Court where he had r 2 
started a court case against Jean-Marie Tji - The president of the New Caledonja { 
territorial government accuses the separat leader of harming the interests of J 
territory. Jean-Marie Tjibaou himself was not present at the hearing, and for a Tee . 









son -- a few hours later he was holding a p conference in Noumea in which he sade 
known his viewpoint on two things: Firstly, on the assurances given yesterday by Charles 
Hernu on maintaining a French military p on the Pacific base. in New Caledonia os 
and, secondly, on the bloody events of 8 May Phillippe Reltian recorded the nay 


[Kanak Socialist National Liberation Front] r'sS statement: 


r 
[Begin recording] [Tjibaou] We are against| any military plan for the region. As) re- = 
gards Mr Hernu’s plans, we shall request » at the least, the status quo be mainta 
for the present. At the moment of nce we shall reconsider the matter. 
for the events of 8 May, I believe them to revealing as to the traditional context: 
The Lafleurs and Laroques marching in the streets and encouraging the people, who 


| 
| 
| a 


by effectively shooting. [as heard] There is also [words indistinct] who sent hi | 
Range Rover and other cars stuffed full of and grenades -- this is very much the 
traditional colonial systen. ! 
[Unidentified reporter] What lessons do 1 draw for the coming elections? * 
[Tjibaou] We have reached a violent stage, , difficult one; and the problem is aote or | 
less a return to racial hatred. The people at each other in the street with hatred, 
and this is very bad for the future of the try. I believe that something has 

destroyed here, and the behavior of the ts proves that no discussion will — * 
ible. The best result would be for Pisani to repatriate them, to send them he pose 

recording] | | 
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NICARAGUA'S ORTEGA MEETS WITH CRAXI, PERTINI 





Seeks ‘Respectful’ U.S. Ties 
PA141732 Paris AFP in Spanish 1618 GMT 14 May 85 


[Text] Rome, 14 May (AFP) -- Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega stated today during 
a news conference that his country wants to maintain the same “respectful, unconditio- 
nal relations” with the United States that it maintains with the USSR. Ortega arrived 
this morning from Paris on the third leg of his Western European tour after having 
visited several socialist bloc countries, including the Soviet Union. Shortly after 
his arrival, Ortega met with Italian President Sandro Pertini and Prime Minister 
Bettino Craxi. 


On his meeting with Craxi, with whom he discussed the Central American situation, 
Ortega said that Craxi expressed his support for "all peaceful initiatives," but 
stressed that “most important is the ratification of bilateral relations without varia- 
tions,” in an allusion to the U.S. embargo. Ortega reiterated his support for the 
resumption of talks with the United States and for the signing of the “Contadora 

Peace Document,” ae well as for the withdrawal of "all foreign military advisers from 
Central America.” He ruled out that weapons will arrive in Nicaragua, recalling that 
Nicaragua “declared a unilateral moratorium on the introduction of new weapons.” 


Ortega, whose schedule does not include a visit to the Vatican, expressed hope that 

the appointment of Managua's Archbishop Miguel Obando y Bravo as cardinal will “help the 
process of reconstruction and peace in Nicaragua.” The Nicaraguan leader, who is travel- 
ling with Foreign Minister Miguel D'Escoto (a priest who was sanctioned by the Vatican), 
regretted that Pope John Paul II is not in Rome because “we would have liked to take the 


opportunity to speak with his.” 


He described the upcoming meeting of the EEC and Contadora Group (Mexico, Panama, 
Venezuela, and Colombia) foreign ministers scheduled for Europe next year as a follow- 
up to the one held last year in Costa Rica at positive. The Nicaraguan president said 
that his meeting with Pertini was “invigorating,” but gave no further details. 


Asked why he called the President of the United States a "murderer" and “Nazi” when he 
was in Madrid, Ortega replied: “Let Reagan change his conduct if he does not like the 
comparison.” 


"In Poland I visited a concentration camp where women and children were killed. We 
feel that is what President Reagan is doing in Nicaragua,” he added. "It is important 
that Reagan and his advisers understand that neither the military pressure nor the 
economic strangulation will crush the Nicaraguan revolution,” he said. 


He stated that Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev expressed “concern” over the aggression 
against Nicaragua and “rejected” that policy, and that Gorbachev “supported” him. 


On the Latin American foreign debt ($400 billion), the Nicaraguan president said that 
"4f that problem is not solved the continent's problem will become worse." The 
revision of the debt problem “is not a war between Latin America and the United States," 
but “a just demand for new economic and political relations" with that country. At 
approximately 1100 (0900 GMT) tomorrow Ortega will visit the headquarters of the FAO 
and will later leave for Helsinki. 
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Statement Issued 
HK150132 Hong Kong AFP in English 0115 GMT 15 May 85 


[Excerpts] Rome, May 14 (AFP) -- Italy is willing to cooperate with Nicaragua to 

help the pacification of Central America, Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega and 
Italian Prime Minister Bettino Craxi said at the end of a one-hour meeting today. 

A joint statement added that Mr. Ortega had sought a “more active economic cooperation" 
from the European Economic Community, which is currently chaired by Italy. There was 
no indication of Italy's response to the request. 


Last week the United States imposed a trade embargo against Nicaragua that will not 
be lifted, President Ronald Reagan says, until Managua severs its ties with the 
Soviet Union and agrees to talk with U.S.-backed rightwing “contra” rebels. That 
policy came in for bitter criticism today from Mr. Ortega, who repeated his view that 
the U.S. treatment of Nicaragua was comparable to the Nazi atrocities. 


Mr. Ortega, accompanied by Foreign Minister Miguel d‘Escoto, is on an extensive 
European tour that has taken him to the Soviet Union and most capitals of Eastern 
Europe. He arrived yesterday from Paris and leaves tomorrow for Helsinki. He said 
Nicaragua wished to have the same reletions, “respectful and without preconditions,” 
with the United States as it has with the Soviet Union. The Nicaraguan leader added 
that he regretted not having met with Pope John Paul II, who is on a tour of the 
Netherlands, Luxembourg and Belgiun. 


PARTIES ASSESS RESULTS OF PROVINCIAL ELECTIONS 
Final Tally 


AU150858 Rome ANSA in English 0840 GMT 15 May 85 


[Text] (ANSA) Rome, May 15 -- The final tally of the Sunday and Monday vote for 
provincial administrations in Italy was reported last night. Following is a table 

of the number of votes cast for the various parties, the percentages of the votes 
captured, the number of seats on the Provincial Assemblies won, the percentages of the 
votes garnered in the 1980 administrative elections and the percentages taken during 
balloting for a new European Parliament in June of last year: 


Christian Democrat 11,814,220 33.5 951 (35.5 33.3) 
Communist 10,519,672 29.9 824 (31.5 33.5) 
Socialist 4,820,847 13.7 374 (13.2 11.3) 
MSI (neofascist) 2,572,109 7.3 179 (6.5 6.6) 
Republican 1,539,477 4.4 98 ( 3.5 -) 
Social Democrat 1,449,090 4.1 103 ( 5.4 3.5) 
Liberal 906 ,836 2.6 49 ( 2.9 -) 
Proletarian Democrat 554,210 1.6 14 (0.6 1.4) 
Greens 368 ,061 1.0 16 ( - ~) 
Others 200,272 0.6 3 ( 0.5 -) 


In the European elections, the Republican and Liberal parties captured 6 percent of 
the votes on joint slates. The Greens put in their first appearance in the just 
concluded administrative vote. 


PCI Control of Rome in Doubt 
AU141555 Paris AFP in English 1547 GMT 14 May 85 


{[Text] Rome, May 14, (AFP) — The Italian Communist Party is likely to lose control 
of Rome and several other key cities, according to early returns from sunicipel 
elections published today. 
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First results gave the Communists 30.8 percent of the vote in Rome, behind the 
Christian Democrats with 33.2 percent. The Communists had already suffered heavy 
electoral losses in regional elections that took place Sunday and yesterday for 
which first results were announced today as counting in municipal contests continued. 


Rome, which the Communists have controlled since 1976, is likely to fall back into 
the hands of the Christian Democrats following criticism of services in the capital. 


The Communists seemed to have suffered a general decline in cities across Italy, 
losing two percentage points in their stronghold of Bologna and four points in 

Genoa. They lost four percentage points in Turin where the Socialist Party had 

been implicated in a series of local government scandals. The socialists also dropped 
votes. 


In Milan, the smaller Republican and Socialist parties of Defence Minister Ciovanni 
Spadolini and Prime Minister Bettino Craxi gained votes — 10 percent and 20 percent 
of total ballots respectively -- at the expense of the larger Communist end Christian 
Democrat parties. 


In the regional assembly elections parties of the governing coalition picked up a 
strong 58.1 percent of the vote, with the Communists slipping back to 30.2 percent. 
It was the worst result for the Communists in 13 years. The Christian Democrats had 
campaigned for voters to block the rise of the Communist Party, which since European 
elections last year, had made claims to being Italy's number one party ahead of the 
Christian Democrats 


At Reggio Calabria, Sicily, voting and counting came to a halt amid fears of a huge 
earthquake. Rumors of a large quake grew after the region felt more than 40 
tremors in 24 hours. A government spokesman said the tremors would only be of a 
moderate strength but could last for weeks, if not months. 


Rightist Gains Noted 
AU140838 Rome ANSA in English 0815 GMT 14 May 85 


[Text] (ANSA) Bolzano, May 14 — Definitive results for Bolzano city elections showed 
the extreme rightwing "MSI-D * party making a giant leap forward at the polls, 
picking up 22.58 percent of the votes cast. The party garnered only 9.61 percent 

in the previous city elections held in 1980. The "MSI-DN" had conducted an intense 
campaign in this northeastern city in Alto Adige, gearing its appeal to those citizens 
who felt the German-speaking majority in the area enjoyed privileges denied to then. 
The German-language South-Tyrol party garnered 20.28 percent of the vote, the 
Christian Democrats 18.44 percent, the Communists 12.38 and the Socialists 3.87. 

All of the parties except the "MSI-DN" lost ground compared to their showing in the 
previous elections held five years ago. 
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OFFICIALS, PRESS CRITICIZE NICARACUA EMBARGO 





PM100820 [Editorial Report] Scandinavian newspapers on 3 and 5 May comment on the v.s 


decision to place a trade embargo against Nicaragua. : 
} 
Stockholm DACENS NYHETER on 3 May in a page 2 editorial analyzes the background 
follows: “The aim behind the proclaimed banana war is above all to restore the rs, 
of the U.S. President as an energetic man after weeks of criticism and several well- 
publicized setbacks. Unfortunately, it is scarcely possible to hope for a strong 
reaction from congress, whose assent Reagan does not need to seek in the present case. 


* 
= 


” 
| a 
Stockholm SVENSKA DACBLADET on 3 May in a page 2 editorial worries about the effect on 
the private sector of the Nicaraguan economy: “The U.S. sanctions are likely to be 2 
felt in Nicaragua, but it is likely that the country’s private sector, which forms the 
base for the internal opposition to the Sandinistas, will be most affected. the — 
U.S. viewpoint this is not a desirable effect. Clearly there remains much intel tual 
effort before the Reagan administration finds the right way of dealing with the prob- 
lem of Nicaragua.” , 7 


Oslo ARBEIDERBLADET on 3 May in a page 4 editorial says: "Through its policy, the [ 
Reagan administration is helping to increase the chances that Nicaragua will get a 1 
form of government which is neither pro-U.S. nor democratic. We really have no doubts 
that this is the sort of government the United States wants in Managua. The Sandinist| 
government must go, at any price and using any means. 

"Through its policy the Reagan administration is helping both to militarize andto | 
justify the militarization of Nicaragua. Does the Washington administration now want | 
the Sandinistas to ask for Cuban support or Soviet missiles by pointing to U.S. inter- 
ference? What would the United States do in such a case? Invade itself or leave it [ 
to Costa Rica or Honduras to fight against the Cubans? The Reagan administration no 


longer has any overview of the consequences of its own policy.” 


Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET on 5 May in a page 4 Rafael Paro editorial says: “The 
direction that developments are now taking points to a deepening crisis. The gulf 
between Managua and Washington has grown. Several elements will contribute to 4 
tougher approach in both camps. The most obvious consequence is that the U.S. 

trade embargo will force the regime in Nicaragua to seek more support from the Soviet 
Union than it has done in the past. The closer ties with the Soviet Union and the 
other socialist countries will in their turn support President Reagan's call for 
efforts to bring about a change of government in Managua.” , 


Oslo AFTENPOSTEN on 3 May in a page 2 editorial says: “As a result Nicaragua's ties 
with the Soviet Union will become even closer. Many people fear that, like Cuba in 
its day, Nicaragua will begin to find itself an economic Soviet satellite. Nicdragua'’s 
left-wing leaders will strive more vigorously than ever to get all the help fros 
Moscow they can. It is true that the Soviet Union has its own economic difficulties 
and is hardly likely to view with enthusiasm the prospect of having to subsidize the 
Nicaraguan economy in the same way it has long been subsidizing Cuba's. On the other 
hand, Nicaragua is a little country with 4 little economy, so such a task need hot be 
insurmountable for the Russians. In addition, it would give them a longed-for 
political advantage to have such an outpost in the United States’ Central American 


backyard.” 


STTTTT HT 


: 


2 


2 


- — — 














voce WIT. 15 May 85 P 2 NORDIC AFFAIRS 


#4) “It is possible to question the timing of the announcement of the embargo against 
Nicaragua. President Reagan has just begun his Europe trip and the move therefore 
directs extra attention toward a feature of his foreign policy which the European | | 
allies view with mixed feelings. At the same time Nicaragua's President Ortega is on 
a round trip to the Soviet Union and the other communist countries in Eastern Eurape 

and is well placed to get what he asks for from his hosts. If he was a good friend to 
the Warsaw Pact and Comecon in the past, this friendship will be even closer now --a « 
friendship which is increasingly accompanied by dependence.” : | 


; 
_AFTENPOSTEN also publishes on page 8 a Terje Svabo report of an exchange in the Norwegian 
Storting between Labor Party leader Cro Harlem Brundtland and Foreign Minister Svenn 
‘Stray. After an attack by Mrs Brundtland, who accused him of not reacting swiftly : 
enough to the embargo announcement, Stray told the Storting: “Instead of making a | 
contribution to solutions of the conflicts Nicaragua and the rest of Central 
America, attempts to isolate Nicaragua lead to increased tension in the region | 
' 


and make the Contadora Group's work for a ful solution more difficult and help to 
‘strengthen Nicaragua's ties to the Soviet » Cuba, and the East European countries. 
We have made this view known to representat of the U.S. Administration and other 
» political circles in the United States on a r of occasions. The isolation o | 

‘Nicaragua, politically or economically, is not the right way to go in the Norwegian 
view.” ' ’ 

| 
: FINLAND — 
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FOREIGN MINISTER VAYRYNEN VISITS ARGENTINA | 


For reportage on the visit by Foreign Minister Paavo Vayrynen to Argentina, see the 
Argentina section of the 15 May Latin America DAILY REPORT and subsequent issues. — 


J — 4g 
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OFFICIAL DEFENDS WAR MATERIEL TO 





| [Text] Svenska Philips is exporting computers and radar equipment to the countrids 
« |\around the Persian Gulf. The equipment can used in war, but the company is not * 
‘breaking Swedish law which states that Sveddn will not export war materiel to war 
| zones. Today, War Materiel Inspector Carl rnon is given the opportunity to explain 


how this is possible. | 


[Begin recording] [Algernon] Nearly 10 ago the products discussed here, a | 
~ Computer and a radar set, were classified. fact is that computers and radar sets ” 
were often, perhaps from the start, devel for military purposes, especially radar. 
Later they have had a general, commercial and our approach is that in such a case 
commercial products should not be classified as war materie!. | 


LD031322 Stockholm Domestic Service in teed tah 1030 GMT 3 May 85 


[Reporter Karvin Svard] But is it reasonable that it is all right for the War Materiel 
* Inspection Office to classify the system at first as war materiel, and then when the 
company divides the parts and chooses to export each part separately, to classify the 
materiel as civilian? | : 
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[Algernon] If it is a case of Philips exporting the whole systen, including sight 
radar, and computers, then the system is considered war 
that system includes a couple of products, namely the computer and the 
reconnaissance radar, that have many other civilian applications and they are not 
regulated when it comes to requesting export permits, although it is quite possible 
to use and sell them in the way you describe. There may be products that may be 
of course there may be those that can be put together in a 


[Svard] To what use you believe these countries around the Persian Gulf have put 
these computers and the radar equipement? 


[Algernon] Well, we know that some exports have entered via Germany and Britain, 
where they were put into systems which have ailitary applications, and then vere 
exported according to the laws of that country. 


[Svard] Do you think we have done the right thing here in Sweden? 


[Algernon] Yes, we have followed our principles and they are clear on that point. 
[end recording] 
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“0% KLIRIDHIS SAYS KIPRIANOU "MUST RESIGN IDMCEDIATELY* 





Cites “Inept Actions" 
'NC120S28 Nicosia I SIMERINI in Greek 12 May 85 pp 1, 16 
- |[Statement by DISI Chairman Glavkos Kliridhis published on 11 May] l ¢ 


[Text] The president of the Republic must resign immediately so that an early presiden- 
tial election may be held. He must actively respect the people's right to decide who 
will govern them and, gore specifically, by whom and how the great national issue wil! 
be handled since its outcome will decisively determine the future of the people and the | 
* fetere of Cyprus. a 


‘The grace period granted to Spiros Kipiianow to enable him to conform with the resolution 
and the decision of the House of Representatives has ended. It was terminated by 
Kiprianow personally, through his insistent refusal to accept the principle of collec- 
‘tive decisionmaking and the binding character of the majority's decisions. He has also — 

« terminated the grace period through his negative silence toward the recommendation for 
the formation of a national wnity government, as well as through the imminent start of 
his pan-Cyprian, petty, political tour, al ly for the solution of local problems, _ 
as if an extremely serious political crisis requiring an urgent solution does not exist. | 
‘The question of Kiprianou's resignation is now urgent. | 


» |The people refuse to entrust their fate and their future, particularly at a moment of | 0 
national crisis, to a minority president with whom they have an additional disagreement 
over the handling of our national issue. | ' 


‘In a recent speech, Kipranou said he is determined to firmly pursue his course “irre- 
spective of any difficulties, no matter from where they may stem.” He is deluding hin- 

wn ‘self. He must interrupt his course, which —— for Cyprus and Cypriot Hellen- ,, 
‘ism, whether he likes it or not. DISI will pot allow him to centinue it. We will 
utilize all legal democratic means in order force his resignation as soon as possible. 
Kiprianou will be dragged into an early presidential election. His current fears over 
‘the loss of the presidency vill become tomo ‘s reality. 


» (This is the reason why we once again urge hit -~ if he has an iota of political sensi- 
tivity — to immediately resign on his own atcord. The sooner he decides to resign, the | 
petees it will be for Cyprus and Cypriot He ism. His shoulders are already burdened | 
‘by the unbearable weight of the responsibility of the fact that not only has he failed 
ito curb Turkish intransigence, but he has alpo facilitated, through his inept actions, 
‘the declaration of the so-called “Turkish lic of Northern Cyprus” as well as the 

« ‘holding of the “plebiscite,” and the imminent holding of “elections” in the occupied 
areas. All these issues are already a heavy burden for Cyprus and Cypriot Hellenism. 

| | 
Cyprus and Cypriot Hellenism will not be rt tc bear the additional burden of we 


— — — — 


national recognition of the “state,” toward which, unfortunately, Kiprianow is leading — 
‘us with mathematical exactitude. If Kiprianou means what he says, that is, that the 

« Cyprus issue is not a personal or party matter, and that he respects democracy; if he rr 
wants to offer national service; if he wants to prevent partition; then he can achi | 
all of this through one and only one act — immediate’ resignation. | 





I repeat that he will be unable to avoid this solution. Very soon we will drag him to 
‘an early presidential election. We have the strength to do this. 


| | 
| | i= 
' 

) 

ast | 
1™ 
— —— 373 
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Government Spokesman's Statement 
'NC121717 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1630 GMT 12 May 85 
! , 


[Text] In a statement today, the government spokesman said that DISI Chairman Glavkos 
‘Kliridhis' statement yesterday marks his actual embarkation on a political coup in.a 
country divided by the Turkish Attila military. The spokesman accused Kliridhis of 
attempting, knowingly, to abolish what has been left standing and free in Cyprus. (This 
includes the constitutional order, which is a fundamental prerequisite for normality in 
‘the country. 


, ! 

According to the spokesman, the DISI chairman's statement confirms what he called 
Kliridhis' undying mania not to miss this latest chance to become prsident. 
man added: With his unprecedented statement, Kliridhis threatens to completely destroy 


— 


The spokes- | 


everthing in Cyprus: institutions, order, 


— - - 


SWISS FOREIGN AFFAIRS CHIEF AUBERT VISITS 





rmality, peace, and even the slightest 


possibility for the people to demand their rights. 


1 


NC140952 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek oboo GMT 14 May 85 | 
| 


— — — — 


Cyprus this morning from Beirut for a 1-day 


isit. 


[Text] The chief of the Swiss Department 5 ere Affairs, Pierre Aubert, arrived in 


He had been invited by the Cypriot 


Government. 


Foreign Minister Yeoryios Lako 


received Aubert at Larnaca Airport. 


They 





‘ 
i 


— — 








xdxx CHAIRMAN LISSARIDHIS RETURNS FROM DPRK, PRC 
} 


then proceeded to a Larnaca hotel to hold talks on the Cyprus issue, as well as matters 
of mutual interest. | | 


Reaf firms = in Cyprus | 


NC141709 Nicosia Television Service in Greek 1500 GMT 14 May 85 ! 
[Text] Pierre Aubert has reaffirmed his country's interest in the Cyprus issue and has 
declared once again that the Swiss Government does not recognize the illegal Turkish 
Cypriot state. Aubert, who paid a brief visit to Cyprus, held talks in Larnaca with 
Foreign Minister Yeoryios Takovou. Their talks included a discussion of the Cyprus 
issue and other matters of mutual interest. Aubert, who arrived in Cyprus by helicopter 
from Beirut at Iakovou's invitation, left the island early this afternoon. 





: 


' 





| 
NC111819 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1630 GMT 11 May 85 | 


[Text] EDEK Chairman Vasos Lissaridhis has returned to Cyprus after visiting North 
Korea and China on the basis of official invitations. An EDEK statement notes that 
Lissaridhis and his delegation had talks in North Korea with President Kim Il-song 
Kim Il-song expressed his soldiarity with Cypriot people's fight to end the ocbupe- 
tion and achieve complete independence. The EDEK chairman received similar expresgions 


of solidarity from the Chinese officials he wet in Beijing and Shanghai. ) 


Lissaridhis stopped in Belgrade on his way 
tary general of the Yugoslav Socialist Alli 
a solution to the Cyprus issue on the basis 


UN resolutions. 


ck to Cyprus. In his talks with the gecre- 
e, Yugoslavia reaffirmed its support 
f 


| for 


’ 


— — — — — - 





4 
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(UN) KHARAVYI REJECTS U.S. STATEMENT ON ‘REFERENDUM’ 





. NC110714 Nicosia KHARAVYI in Greek 11 May af p 3 
' 


— [From the "Views and Comments” column: "Blows by the United States] 


— 


“referendum” -- it is their duty to do so of resolutions 541 and 550 which 
they themselves approved -- is described as positive action. The only exception in 
—4 this case is the United States which for the sake of promoting its anti-Cypriot policy 
| is bound neither by Security Council resolutions -- even though the United States 
? 4 


5 [Text] The fact that Security Council pe nt member states condemned the Denktas 


signed these resolutions -- nor by any other principle of international law. 


| The government spokesman had hoped for a more explicit State Department statement which, 
in the (yprus Government syokesman's view, d condemn the “referendum.” We wonder 
— whether the government spokesman has read the U.S. statement, because if he had read 
+ it carefully he would not have said that it “implicitly expressed disapproval" and 
i that it was “vague.” 
i 
: | Washington's position toward the “referendug" is so clear that even the pro-American 
— paper 0 AGON understands it. This paper, which is so staunchly pro-American, has 
-4 observed that the United States is either cunning or an accomplice in Denktas’ latest 
— fait accomplis. Indeed what else, other t complicity and approval for the separatist 
- actions, does the impudent statement by the |notorious Haass, State Department special 
u Cyprus coordinator, reveal? The U.S. official told us to our face that his country 
— does not consider the “referendum” as an invalid, illegal, or partitionist action but 
— as a usual “political measure." He also told us that this "political measure” has not 
| been enforced by Denktas or by Ankara, but that it has been taken by the “Turkish 
1 bs ge people” whom Washington separates f the Cypriot people. In order to be 
‘more explicit, Haass clarified tnat the "Turkish Cypriot people” have their “own 
0 ee that is, they have their own “state,” something that the United States , 
‘recognizes as absolutely natural. 
— 
- Following this impudent provocation, the only thing that the government spokesman found 
— to complain about is that the U.S. insult inst Cyprus is not clear enough! 0 AGON 
4is right to say that “we have become accust to receiving blows without protest.” 
%-4 The next step would be to thank all of ¢t who deal blows to us when, of course, y 
— they are of American origin. 





| 
| 
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E 
NC150930 Athens ATHENS NEWS in English 14 May 85 p 1 


(Text) Greece's ruling Socialists, in their election platform, yesterday reaffirmed 
their aim of removing U.S. bases and nuclear weapons from the country. 


It also proclaimed the PASOK party's “opposition to imperialism and the hegemonism 
of the big powers” but at the same time made it clear withdrawal from NATO could 
only be a longterm goal. 


Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou promised to remove the four major U.S. bases 
and about 20 minor U.S. facilities in Greece before coming to power in 1981. In 
1983, he signed «a deal that let them stay another five years but provided for 
their withdrawal over a 17-month period ending in 1990. 


The platform for the June 2 election which will pit Papandreou against the conservative 
New Democracy Party, said: “The bases are being dismantled definitively, in 
accordance with the timetable of the agreement.” 


The 217-page document also confirmed Papandreou's intention of removing the American 
nuclear weapons, reported to be old-fashioned Nike and Honest John systems, 
that have been stored here since the 1960's. But it set no date. 


Papandreou came to power with a commitment to order nuclear arms out, ideally as 
part of a nuclear-free Balkans. The non-nuclear Balkan zone idea, which has run 
into deep objections from Turkey, was not mentioned in the platforms. 


The document said Greece, which currently boycotts all NATO exercises because of 
disputes in the Aegean with Turkey, would not resume full cooperation with the 
alliance as long as its sovereign rights were being questioned. 


It spoke of the strategic aim of “full political and military independence... linked 
to withdrawal from political, military and economic blocs to the extent they under- 
mine autonomous economic, social and cultural development”. 


| But in a clear reference to Greece's heavy dependence on Western military aid and 
arms supplies, it said the strategic aim was also subject to “defence self-sufficiency 
and the international situation”. 


The platform promised more worker participation in firms, better health care, 
further efforts to boost cooperatives and bridge the gap between rural and urban 
incomes. 
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TeX: AFP: ERALP DENIES ANTI-KURD OFFENSIVE PLANNED 





— 
, NC141603 Paris AFP in English 1547 GMT 14 May 85 
— 
__., [Text] Ankara, May 14 (AFP) -- Turkey denied today that it was preparing to launch a 
_| joint military offensive with Iraq against Kurdish rebels based northern Iraq. 


0 
__., Foreign Ministry spokesman Yalim Eralp dismissed the claim by Idriss al-Barzani, leader | 
= 1 of Iraq's banned Democratic Party of Kurdistan, that Turkish troops were assembled 


=a along the border. 


—_.. The Libyan news agency JANA announced yesterday that Libyan leader Mu'ammar al-Qadhdhafi 
12] had sent an emissary to Ankara after hearing of the impending attack from Mr sate ene: 
Mr Eralp said he knew of no emissary from Mr al-OQadhdhafi. 


The Turkish Army has been fighting a flare-up of renewed separatist violence since last — 
summer in which more than 90 rebels, civilians and solidiers have died. 


— The Kurdish Workers Party (PKK), which is leading the fight for a Kurdish state in an 

| area covering parts of Turkey, Iran and Iraq, has been using bases in all three | | 

—_ countries. | 

— 

— mae Turkish Army was granted permission from Baghdad to carry out raids across their 

— common border, an agreement which was denounced by Tehran. Iran has barred Turkigh 
24 troops from entering Iranian Kurdistan. 


aan The Iranian Government warned that if Turkey attacked Kurdish rebels within Iraq, jit 
— could become embroiled in the Gulf war, something which Ankara, which enjoys seed 
—j relations with both Iran and Iraq, wants to avoid at all costs, 


90—j TALKS WITH IMF END; ‘STANDBY’ AGREEMENT REACHED : 
“ae | | 
| 


— TA141730 Ankra Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 14 May 85 





{Text} The talks being held between Turkish officials and an IMF delegation in Ankara 
have ended. At the end of the talks an agré@ement was reached on formulating the | 
%—{ monetary program in the standby [last word in English] agreement expected to be 
signed with the IMF this year according to new principles and criteria. According to | 
information given by Minister of State and Deputy Prime Minister Kaya Erdem, sincd the | 
observation of criteria such as the net domestic assets of the Central Bank and loans | 
extended by the Central Bank to the public and private sector -- which was the practice 
in the past -- were found insufficient, the parties to the talks found it beneficfal | 
to support the economic program with policié¢s directed toward currency reserves and , 
supply within the framework of the changing economic conditions. | 
| 

| 

} 

| 


jae 


At the technical talks held with IMF officials these criteria were discussed — on 
detailed statistics. An agreement was also reached on definitions. The government 

will assess the measures it will take and pdlicies it will implement on preventing in- 
«4 flation and strengthening the economy in ti of these new criteria and the results of 





III 


a the policies implemented. The government will hold talks with the IMF in August and 
——i September. Erdem added that since there is no intention to [word indistinct] within 


the framework of the standby agreement, the postponement of the talks does not create a : 


— 

= prodlem in financing. 
Sa 

— 


42 


4 
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OIL PIPELINE TALKS WITH IRAN "PROGRESSING" 





TA141728 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 14 May 85 


{Text] It has been announced that the talks in connection with the oil pipeline to be 
constructed between Iran and Turkey are progressing in a positive manner. According 
to information provided by the Foreign Ministry, the Turkish and Iranian delegations 
are working on the text of an additional section to an agreement previously concluded 
between the prime ministers of the two countries. The delegstions are also discussing 
the selection of the firm for the project. Meanwhile, the Iranian deputy energy 
minister who is in Ankara is holding contacts with the aim of having Turkish con- 
tracing firms undertake irrigation projects in his country. 


AVCI SPEAKS AT CORRECT WAY PARTY CONVENTION 





TA141542 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1525 GMT 14 May 85 


{Text] Ankara, 14 May (AA) -- The first national convention of the Correct Way Party 
started Tuesday with the opening address of outgoing Party Chairman Yildirim Avci. 
Recalling the turbulent periods in the past thirty five years of multi-party democracy 
Avci said the Correct Way Party had also been born during one of these turbulant 
periods, after having overcome all obstacles, and had managed to grow into a large 
party. Criticising the present government's policies Yildirim Avci said the popu- 
lation of Turkey was finding its economic problems growing rather than decreasing as 
the government claimed. Avdi said the state radio and television operated to promote 
the government, only pointing to this as an example of the unfair practices visible 


in politics at present. 








Avci also criticised the government's foreign policy, characterising many of the 
visits abroad by members of the government as no more than touristic excursions. He 
said little progress had .een made in either relations with Greece or in finding 
solutions to the plight of ethnic Turks in Bulgaria. 


Also attending the opening of the two-day convention, during which a new chairman for 
the party is to be elected, was the leader of the Social Democratic Party, Erdal 
Inonu, as well as deputy leader Cezmi Kartay, the deputy chairman of the Populist 
Party, Ozer Gurbuz together with the party's general secretary Yilmaz Hasturk. The 
deputy speaker of the Grand National Assembly, Halil Ibrahim Karal, and the chief 
prosecutor for the republic, Firuz Cilingiroglu, as well as a large number of 
independent deputies were also present. 


Cindoruk Elected Leader 
TA150628 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 14 May 85 


(Text] Husamettin Cindoruk has been elected leader of the Correct Way Party. [CWP] 

In elections held at the CWP first general congress, Cindoruk received 626 of the 

902 votes cast in the ballot. Mehmet Yazar, the other candidate for the leadership 
of the party, received 262 votes. There were 14 invalid votes. In a statement 
following his election as leader of the party, Cindoruk said that his party would 
make efforts in a bid to promote democracy in Turkey. Elections for the organs of the 
CWP will be held in tomorrow's meeting of the congress. 


CORRECTION TO REPORT ON ROMANIAN VISIT 





“The following correction pertains to the item on the visit of Romanian Deputy Premier 
“loan Avrati; ‘subheaded "Sign Economic Protocol" published in the 13 May Western Europe 
DAILY REPORT, page T 2, last paragraph, from last line: ... will develop further in 
every field. (supplying missing words) 
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"| GENSCHER HOLDS VIENNA TALKS WITH SINOWATZ, GRATZ 





| LD141902 Hamburg DPA in German 1745 GMT 14 May 85 


s _, [Text] Vienna, 14 May (DPA) — FRG Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher held politi- 
cal talks in Vienna today with Austrian Federal Chancellor Fred Sinowatz and Foreign 
,; Minister Leopold Gratz. Genscher is in Vienna for the 30th anniversary celebrations 
| marking the Austrian State Treaty. Austria has invited 11 foreign ministers from the 
4 signatory powers and neighboring countries. 
— ; 
» , Sources close to Genscher said that he held long talks with both Austrian politicians. 
4 Another topic discussed was the Vienna conférence between U.S. Secretary of State 
_4 George Shultz and his Soviet counterpart Andrey Gromyko, which is taking place at the 
same time. Genscher and his interlocutors @xpressed the hope of a summit meeting 
| between the superpowers, which was presumably one of the topics of the talks between 
, Gromyko and Shultz. On Wednesday [15 May] cher will participate in the state 30th 
19 | anniversary ceremony and will have a series oe bilateral talks with the visiting 
counterparts. 


SPA IN 


POLICEMAN KILLED IN BASQUE COUNTRY SHOOTING | 





___| AU130659 Paris AFP in English 0655 GMT 13 May 85 | 


— 
_| [Text] San Sebastian, Spain, May 13 (AFP) -- A Spanish policeman was shot dead in the 
——. street here in the Basque country shortly before midnight Sunday, police said today. 
4 Maximo Antonio Garcia, aged 29, was accosted by two men and a woman who shot him and 
94 fled here in northern Spain's Guipuzcoa ince, police said. Responsibility for the = 
—{ assassination was not immediately claimed. | | 


— A few hours later a member of the Guardia da. Spain's paramilitary force, was wounded 
—4 when a booby-trapped car blew up at Mondragon, southwest of here, police said. The | 
4 guard was taken to hospital but doctors said his condition was not serious. 





— The bombing, soon after 8 a.m. (0600 GMT) was not claimed. | | 
| 


| FOREIGN MINISTER FERNANDO MORAN VISITS ECYPT 





é 
For reportage on the visit by Foreign Minister Fernando Moran to Egypt and his meetings 


4aa— with President Husni Mubarak and Foreign Minister ‘Ismat ‘Abd al-Majid, see the 7 | 
section of the 13 May Middle East & Africa DAILY REPORT and subsequent issues. 
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